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I. The RisE of ANTICHRIST ; with his PRoGREss for 
42 months, or 1260 days : Againſt the falſe calculations 
thereof made in that Sermon, from Biſhop NEwToN, 
Mr LowMaN, and Dr GuysE, 


II. The ReroRMa TION from PoPERY ; as injured by 
theſe falſe calculations, 1} 


III. The State of the REFORMATION-TFSTIMONY, in 


the hands of the * Synod ; as likewiſe injured by 
the Sermon, 
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Some REMARKS upon an ANSWER to the 4% part of the 
Memorial and Remonſtrance; that Anſiuer * pre- 
fixed. 
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PREMONITIO N. 


II Author might well enough ſuppoſe himſelf 


juſtifiable, in publiſhing the following Mtmo- 


RIAL and REMONSTRANCE; though he had no 
other reaſon for taking this ſtep, but the publica- 
tion of the SERMON to which it refers: as no point 
of delicacy can juſtly require, —that a defence of 
the cauſe of truth and duty ſhould be more private 
than the injury which it has ſuffered, _ 
Yet, conſidering ſome exoneration which he got 
in the Minutes of the AssoclArE SyNnop, he not 
only delayed, but even had no deſign to lay that 
defence before the public; till he found a neceſſity 
laid upon him for doing ſo, in an anſwer made to 
the /a/t part of it, —as admitteq; by the Synod to a 
place in their minutes. N 
And even this would not have had the preſent 
conſequence, had that Anſwer contained and been 
confined to any appearance of fair- dealing with the 
ſubject in debate. But the injury done to it in the 
Sermon, is continued and confirmed in the Anfeer ; 
through a courſe of very injurious treatment given 
to him. At the ſame time, conſidering the place 
which the Synod, at their laſt meeting, appointed 
that Anſwer to have in their minutes (as will be 
afterwards explained); there is little probability that 
it may ever be brought under any diſcuſſion by 
them: and, conſidering the preſent ſtate of matters, 
there is No PROBABILITY that their diſcuſſing of it 
might be got to procure what he could put up with, 
—as any proper juſtice to that cauſe, and his own 
character, | 2 | 
And he cannot be ſatisfied to- leave that cauſe be- 
bind him, bleeding, without any binding-up,—of 
theſe wounds which 
its friends; and himſelf, at the ſame time, lying 
under reproach on its account: While theſe inju- 


\ 


it has received in the houſe of 


"% 


2 7 


ries may be otherways made more public than in 
the preſent edition of the ſermon,—and in the Sy- 
nod-minutes, which lie open to every ſuppoſable 
uſe that may be made of extracts from them; when 
he ſhall not be on the ſtage, for- repelling the 
fame. He cannot therefore excuſe himſelf from 


making this publication without further delay; 


having been particularly warned by diſtreſs, ſince 
laſt meeting of Synod, to look out for the end of 
his courſe,--which, by the courſe of nature alſo, 
may not be far oft: ſeeing he conſiders the preſent 
ſtep as a neceſſary piece of juſtice to thoſe intereſts ; 
and as a neceflary exoneration of himſelf, in the 
matter of a ſtedfaſt adherence to that good cauſe for 
which he has been ſo long enabled to appear; and 
as a neceſſary admonition to both miniſters and peo- 


ple with whom he is in communion, for Holding 
that faſt which they have. 8 


EDINBURGH 3 April 7th, 1784. 


48 nod. Sermon con ſide red 


IN A 


MEMORIAL AND REMONS TRANCE: 


Read before the AssOIATE SYNOD, at Edinburgh, 
May 2. 1782. 


SERMON was preached before this Synod, at their 
A meeting in April 1779; ſome paſſages of which, 

when J heard it, gave me great offence. But be- 
cauſe I could not pretend, from ſome dulneſs of hearing, 
to have taken it fully np; and becauſe, for reaſons 
known to my brethren, I was not then taking any part 
in the buſinefs of this Synod “; and becauſe F ſuppoſed 
that the offenſive paſſages then uttered might be ſoon 
forgotten, without any ſtanding effect: therefore 
reited in expreſſing ſome diſſatisfaction to the preacher, 
before ſeveral of his brethren, when come in from the 


place 


* When the Synod was conſidering a draught of an act for a faſt, on 
the zoth of April 1776,—ſome new political principles were broached, 
in favour of the horrid war then taking place; the introduction of which 
principles 1 immediately withſtood. But I could not ſee an expediency, in 
the very critical ſtate of matters at that time, and conſidering ſome evident 
peculiarity of my fituation,—for allowing myſelf to be drawn into a 
courſe of political debates : while I reckoned it more than probable, that 
] thould have a like occaſion at every meeting of Synod during the war, 
—particularly, when on acts for faſts; and I could not fit as a ſilent 
hearer, at any repetition of ſuch abhorred principles. I therefore aas 
nothing remaining for me, but to be abſent. Aecordingly, I attended 
none of the following meetings of Synod; except in dicts of public wor- 
ſhip : Till, being called for by the Synod, on the 31ſt of Auguſt 1580, 
I then returned to my ſeat ; particularly, upon getting this Reſolution 
enacted, viz. ** That all the members ſhould abſtain from offering to in- 
* troduce into the Synod, particularly with regard to acts for faiting,— 
any matters or articles relative to the preſent political ſtate of public 
affairs, which may be ſtumbling or ſtraitening to any of the members; 
as interfering with any difference of ſentiments which may be taking 
place among them about theſe affairs,” | 


— — — — 


6 Of Antichriſts Riſe and Progreſs. 


place of worſhip ; imagining, that I ſhould never have 
any more concern with that ſermon, | 

But now, theſe. paſſages of it have given me till great- 
er offence, when I read it; upon getting it into my 
hands in print, ſince the laſt meeting of this Synod, un- 
der the following title: [The tuo witneſſes propheſying a 
thouſand two hundred and fixty days in ſackcloth. A SkR- 
MON preached at the opening of the As$0CIATE SYNOD, 
at Edinburgh, April 27. 1779.——PUBLISHED BY DE- 
SIRE. ) | 

I have reaſon to believe, that the publication was by 
the defire of only one brother beſides. the preacher ; 
and whether or not, as I have heard ſuppoſed, my dif- 
approbation concurred with that brother's approbation, 
as a reaſon for publiſhing the ſermon, — ! leave thepreach- 
er to determine. 

However, (beſides any preſent impoſition by it),—as 
this ſermon may be extant when we are all in the duſt ; 
readers may then readily ſuppoſe, from the indefinite de- 
claration of its having been publiſhed by deſire, if there 
ſhould be nothing then on record to the contrary, — that 


the peculiar ſentiments expreſſed in it, were acceptable to 


the generality of thoſe who heard it. But though I am 
very well pleaſed with many things in the ſermon, I can- 
not agree that my memory ſhould be loaded, when I am 
gone, with a ſuppolition of theſe peculiar ſentiments ha- 
ving been acceptable to me. And though no member of 
this Synod can be more averſe than I am, from bearin 
hard upon the preacher of that ſermon ; yet I muſt be 
allowed to ſacrifice every perſonal regard to the public 
cauſe : While I apprehend that, by ſeveral paſſages of the 
ſermon, a grievous injury has been done to moſt unqugſtion- 
able teſtimonies of the holy Scripture, — to the glorious Refor + 
mation from Popery ;—and to the Refor mation-Teſtimony, as 
preſently ſtated among the hands of this Synod, 


In the FIRST PLACE, I apprehend that, by ſeveral paſſages 
of the ſermon referred to,—a grievous injury has been 
done to mot ungqueſtionable teſtimonies of the holy Scripture ; 
particularly, by ſome things in the following quotations, 
piz © We underſtand the twelve hundred and ſixty days 
4 in the text (Rev. xi. 3.), of the ſame period intended 
« by the forty-two months of treading under foot the holy 


« city, in the verſe preceding the text,—and the forty- 
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« two months of the power of the beaſt, 'chap, xiii. 5, 
«© The twelve hundred and ſixty days, evidently are to 


« be interpreted of twelve hundred and ſixty years. The 


ce great queſtion is, when theſe twelve hundred and ſixt 

« days or years commenced? [The firſt riſe of the Ro- 
« man Antichriſt, or the commencement of the twelve 
hundred and ſixty days of the witneſſes propheſying in 
« ſackcloth, p. 13.] If we knew when they commen- 
« ced, we could eaſily aſcertain the period at which they 
« are to expire. Now, as to the commencement and 
«« expiration of theſe days or years, there are different 
«© Opinions. — 1 here are eſpecially two opinions; one or 
« other of which may, perhaps, be the true one. The 
«« firſt opinion is, that the twelve hundred and ſixty days 


% commenced, about the year 300; and, conſequently, 


« expired about the year 1560.—But a ſecond opinion 
« has been adopted, and defended by the beſt expotitors 
te namely, that the twelve hundred and ſixty days or 
« years,——rather are to be underſtood to commence about 
«« the year 756 ; and, conſequently, will totally expire 
4 about the year 2016. 1 he forty two months of the 
«© power-of the beaſt commenced, or the beaſt appeared, 
© —about the year 756 ; when the Pope became a tem- 
«« poral Prince, or was invelted with the temporal domi-. 
e nion of Rome,—Theſe twelve hundred and ſixty days 
% are to be underſtood to have commenced about the 
« year 756, and conſequently totally to expire about the 
« year, 2016, — the power of the beaſt to be wholly at 
&« an end. — I his is the ſecond opinion, in relation to 
«« the commencement and expiration of the twelve hun- 
« dred and ſixty days.— If we might at all judge or de- 
ce termine in ſo difficult a caſe, we would incline to the 
« ſecond. opinion.“ p. 22, 25, 26, 27, 29. 


The fir/t opinion, maintained in the eminent Mr Dur- 
ham's Commentary on the Revelation, by reaſonings which, 
however contradicted, can never be anſwered, —is thus 
laid aſide, And we are referred, in a note, to Biſhop 
Newton on the Propheſies,—and Mr Lowman on the Re- 
velation, raſhly copied after by the worthy Dr Cuyſe 5 
as the beſt expoſitors meant, by whom the /econd opinion 
has been adopted and deſended : Though theſe alleged 
beſt expoſitors deſerve not, in the preſent caſe, to be 
named on the ſame day 2 Mr Durham; but ought 

Ae | N57 * 
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to be conſidered as Romancers, rather than as Expoſitors,» 


upon this and many other parts of the Revelation. 

After all, the commencement of the twelve hundred 
and ſixty days, or the true date of Antichriſt's riſe, is not 
left to be determined by any human authority; as it is 
particularly and ſufficiently aſcertained by divine authority 
in the holy Scriptures. , 5 

This is evidently the caſe in 2 The. li. 6, 7, 8. There 
the Apoſtle (ſpeaking of that Man of fr, the ſon of per. 
dition, the Antichriſt) ſays ; Ye know what with. holdeth 
that he might be revealed in his time Hor the myſtery of ini« 

uity doth already work ; only He who now letteth will let, 
until he be taken out of the way + And THEN ſhall that wick- 
ed be revealed. Now, it is commonly held as unqueſtion- 
able among Proteſtant expoſitors, as it was among thoſe 
of the primitive Church; that He vb then letted did mean 
the Roman empire in its Heathen ſtate,—or the Heathen 
emperors in their ſucceſſion, The Apoſtle found it expe- 
dient in writing, not to name Rome-heathen as the party 


evho then letted. But it ſeems that he had been more par- 


ticular in ſpeaking ; as he ſays, v. 5. Remember ye not that, 
when I was yet with you, I told you theſe things? Immediate. 
ly adding; and now ye know what with-holdeth, Thus 
according to Salmaſius *, the primitive Chriſtians, upon 
what the Apoſtle had diſcovered by word and writing, 
dreaded the fall of the Heathen empire, even amidſt the 
cruel perſecutions which they ſuffered under it; from an 
apprehenſion of ſomething ſtill more dreadful immediate- 
ly to ſucceed, —in the revealing of that wicked one, the 


Antichriſtian man of fin. | 


But he who then with-held or letted, the ſucceſſion of 
Heathen emperors, was actually taken out of the way, — 
when the Roman emperor did ſolemnly come over to the 
ſide of Chriſtianity, in the year 313. And this great 
event, according to the exprels terms of the above pro- 
pheſy, was to be immediately ſucceeded by the revealin 
of that wicked one ; from thence was to be dated the 
commencement of Antichriſt's twelve hundred and ſixty 


days. | 


The ſame date of that commencement is likewiſe un- 
queſtionably fixed, in the twelfth chapter of the Rev2:a- 


ti10n,— The man-child, there mentioned, cannot be under - 


ſtood of any individual, but only of a collective body; 


* Hornius, ad Sulpitii Severi Hiſtoriam, p. 563. 


being 
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being called our brethren, in the following context. The 

collective body of Church- members, brought forth by the 
woman the Church, at the time here referred to, —is ſaid, 
in metaphorical terms, to have been caught up unto God 
and his throne 3 which is evidently the ſame with the hea+ 
ven from which the great dragon and his angels are ſaid 
to have been then cat out : and this can only be applied 
to the exaltation of profeſſing Chriſtians, their being rai- 
ſed upto an enjoyment of the BI and authority of the Ro- 
man empire on their {ide ; a privilege, which had dread- r 
fully belonged to the great dragon, called the Devil and 
Satan, for about three hundred years before. 

This happy exaltation took place under Conſtantine the 

Great ; when he'had got poſſeſſion of Rome,—after ob. 
taining a complete victory over the bloody tyrant Maxen- 
tius, who periſhed with an hundred thouſand of his army, 
on Wedneſday the 24th of September 312. For he iſ- 
ſued an edi& in favour of Chriſtians, about the end of 
that year; and he renewed it, with ſome improvement, 
about the beginning of the year 313: And had this mat- 
ter finally ſettled, through the Eaſtern as well as Weſtern 
Empire, by a more general edict, iſſued on Saturday the 
13th of June that ſame year; by which a general peace 
was eſtabliſhed in the Church, after a moſt cruel and 
bloody perſecution for ten years immediately preceding, 
being the laſt, and by far the greateſt, of the ten great 
perſecutions which Chriſtians ſuffered under the Heathen 
ſtate of the Roman empire *. 
But immediately upon this happy event, the woman fled 
into the wilderneſs. As ſoon as the body of church-mem- 
bers was raiſed up to a ſtate of proſperity in their tem- 
poral concerns, ſo ſoon was the Church reduced to a very 
new ſtate of adverſity in her ſpiritual concerns. And' 
this wilderneſs condition was to continue for twelve hun- 
dred and ſixty days, the ſame period before aſſigned to 
Antichriſt : So that Antichriſt's riſe bore preciſely the 
ſame date with the woman's flight' into the wilderneſs, 
being immediately upon the downfal of Rome-Pagan, 

Such is the true date of the commencement of Anti. 
chriſt's twelve hundred and ſixty days, according to moſt 
unqueſtionable Scripture-teſtimony : And it may well be 
ſurpriſing, that any, who have ſearched and acknowledge 

a B the 

Triomphe, Cc. par Abbadie, tom. I. | 
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the divine authority of the Scriptures, ſhould have ever 
deviſed or ſtumbled into any other. The matter ſtands, 
as hath been repreſented, for a matter of divine faith 
beyond every real ground of centroverſy ; even though 
we had no hiſtories of thoſe times, for ſatisfying us about 
the particular manner in which Antichriſt roſe or made 
his firſt appearance, ſo ſoon as the laws and authority of 
the Roman empire were brought over to the fide of Chri- 
{tianity, But the caſe ſtands otherwiſe; as may be now 
explained in a very ſummary view of thoſe times, from un- 
queſtionable hiſtory *. 

During the firſt three centuries, under Heathen empe- 
rors, no other deſignations of men, as proper office-bear- 
ers in the Church, had been ever heard of, —but b:/hops, 
preſbyters, and deacons; and theſe were only parochial 
biſhops, over ſo many ſingle worſhipping congregations. But 
upon the fall of the Heathen ſtate of the empire, a per- 
fectly new and grievous turn was brought about in the 
univerſal ſtate of the Church; a turn the moſt grievous, 
however little then underſtood and conſidered, of all 
which have ever yet befallen her, ſince firſt conſtituted 
among the Gentiles: As. ſhe was then turned out of the 
Chriſtian, into an Antichriſtian form ; that form which 
was the proper foundation of the whole Antichriſtian fa- 
bric, the proper fountain of all thoſe grievous things 
which ſhe afterwards ſuffered in the Antichriſtian Babylon, 
—and was therefore the true rite of Antichriſt. 

When Conſtantine found himſelf eſtabliſhed in the Ro- 
man empire, he turned the government of it into a quite 
new form; according to ſeveral diviſions which he 
made of it, particularly into a number of civil Dizceſes. 
Through the pride and ambition of church-men, the 
government of the church was then quickly conformed 
to that of the ſtate: The Church was caſt, according to 
that model, into a quite new form; by an eſtabliſinnent 
of dioceſan biſhops, over a number of paſtors and congre- 
gations ;—as alto of other church-dignitaries in a line of 
{uperior ranks; archbiſhips, metropolitans, primates, and 


patriarchs or exarchs. And a ſupremacy of rank or 


honour was immediately aſſigned to the Biſhop of Rome,— 


above all other biſhops, archbiſhops, metropolitans, pri- 


mates, and patriarchs, even all other church-men in the 
world ; 


_ * Bower's Hiſtory of the Popes, vol. I, II. Ill. Sulpitii Severi Hiſto- 
ria, cum notis Hornii. 
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world; from his being ſettled in the metropolis of the 
Roman empire: which was afterwards improved into a 
ſupremacy of government and juriſdiction, of ſpiritual mo- 
narchy, over'them all. . 

In the days of Conſtantine, or in the time of Pope Sy. 
veſter, (who was made biſhop of Rome the next year 
after Conſtantine's eſtabliſhment of Chriſtianity, and ſur- 
vived about twenty years),—all this new Antichriſtian 
form of the church was completed: Then, as a late 
hiſtorian of theſe times obſerves,.—“ The eccleſiaſtical 


« hierarchy was firſt formed, in the manner in which it 


* continues to this day“ .“ | 
The myſtery of iniquity had been working long be- 
fore, as far back as the apoſtle Paul's time; there were 
many Antichriſts, in a ſubordinate ſenſe of that character, 
as far back as the apoſtle John's time : or, through theſe 
preceding ages, The Antichriſt had been as a child in the 
womb. But now, he was like a child actually brought 
forth, or come to make a formal appearance in a ſtate of 
infancy ; bearing ſuch a proportion to what he became 
afterwards, as a new born infant does to a full grown 
man. In this infant ſtate of Antichriſt (an image of which, 
or the ſame as a ſort of mummy, is ſtill preſerved in the 
hierarchy of the church of England), his twelve hundred 
and ſixty years did evidently begin: And it is quite ab- 
ſurd, to fix the beginning of them at any remarkable ſtage 
| of 


* «© Claudius Seſſilius, the Archbiſhop of Turin, in a book which he wrote 
«© againſt them, tells us, that the ſect of the Waldenjes (which name, from 
„ the word vaux which ſignifies a, valley, belonged unto them as inha- 
«« biting the vallies of the Alps) took its riſe from a moſt religious per- 
4 ſon called Leo, that lived in the time of Con/tantine the Great; who de- 
<«« teſting the covetouſneſs of Pope Sy/ve/ter, and the immoderate bounty 
«© of Conſtantine, choſe rather to embrace poverty with the ſimplicity of 
the Chriſtian Faith, than with Sy/ve/ter, to be defiled with fat and rich 
«© benefices—And Reynerus Save, the celebrated Inquiſitor, —fays,— 
„That among all the ſects, there is none that hath been ſo pernicious 
© to the church of Rome as that of the Leoni/ts ; for ſome affirm that it 
began in the time of Sylveſter, and others in the time of the apoſtles : 
«© Becauſe they who are of it have a great ſhow of piety, live virtuouſly 
© before men, believe rightly of the Deity, and obſerve all the articles 
** of the creed. And Caſcini, the Franciſcan Friar, declares their er- 


rors conſiſted only in this; that they denied the church of Rome to be 


«© the holy mother church, and would not obey her traditions.” Com- 
pendious Hiſtory of the Reformation in England, p. 8, 9.—— Theſe Leoni/?s, 
or Walden ſes, (the woman then flying into the wilderneſs); did afterwards 
paſs under different names in their ſucceſſive generations; as poor men of 
Lyons, Albigenſes, Lollards: And this ſucceſſion of witneſſes was main- 
tained, through many horrible perſecutions, during all Antichriſt's twelve 
hundred and ſixty years; till the glorious Reformation from Poperyv 
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of his after-growth ; when it can be properly fixed, only 
at his aforeſaid birth and infancy,—his actual riſe, like the 
ſun above the horizon. 

And long, very long before the falſe date now aſſigned 
for the commencement of his twelve hundred and ſixty 
days, —Antichriſtian corruptions had come to a great 
height in the Church. According to 'the hiſtorian refer- 
red to, —“ Inſignificant rites and ceremonies were be- 
*« come eſſential parts of the Chriſtian Religion; many 
« groſs errors and corruptions overſpread and disfigured 
« the whole face of the Church: Superſtition bore down 
« common ſenſe ; and the Goſpel had been made to give 
*& room to a new Revelation, —monkiſh viſions, dreams 
% and romances : the Chriſtian worſhip was become no 
e leſs idolatrous than that of the Gentiles.” More par- 
ticularly, near four hundred years before that falſe 
date“, Jerome called the Church at Rome * the Senate 
6 of Phariſees, the Scarlet Whore.” Above three hun- 
dred and fifty years before , the Church at Rome was 
diſtinguiſhed from all others by the character of “ the 
% Apoſtolic See,” under a pretence of its being the throne 
of St Peter, the Prince of the Apoſtles, on whom the 
Church was then ſuppoſed to have been built. Above three 
hundred years before}, the Roman Pope claimed “ a 
ce paſtoral vigilance reſtrained by no bounds ;. but extend- 
& ing to all places where Chriſt was known and adored ; 
« Thus, under the name of paltoral vigilance, he ex- 
© tended at once his authority and juriſdiction over all 
« the churches of the Chriſtian world.“ Near three 
hundred years before 5, ſaint-worſhip began to prevail 
« to ſaints, temples and chapels were built and dedicated; 
« and men began anew to ſerve the creature more than 
e the Creator,” Near two hundred and fifty years be- 
fore ||, the Roman Pope was addreſſed as ** the moſt 
te holy and bleſſed Patriarch of the whole world, the Suc- 
« ceſſor of the Prince of the Apoſtles, the Head of all.” 
Above one hundred and fifty years before**, he“ recei- 
% ved appeals from all parts of the Chriſtian world; re- ex- 
« amining and reverſing, by the authority of St Peter:“ 
And about one hundred and fifty years before 4+, he was 
declared by a wicked emperor to be © univer/al Biſhop, 
* and Head of the whole Catholic Church.“ © Images 
te or pictures of Chriſt, of the Virgin Mary, of the apoſtles 
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te and other ſaints,” which had been commonly ſet up in 
churches, and worſhipped by many, above two hundred 
years before, came to be “ commonly and publicly 
te worſhipped ;?” about ſixty years“ before the falſe date 
of Antichriſt's riſe now referred to. And about thirty 
years before+, when a truly Chriſtian Emperor did exert 
himſelf moſt earneſtly for getting that groſs idolatry pur. 
ed out of the churches; the Roman Pope made a moſt 
furious oppolition to that holy deſign: In ſo much that 
he ſtirred up the people of Italy into a ſtate of rebellion 
againſt the Emperor ; forbidding them to pay tribute 
unto him, becauſe of his edict againſt image-worſhip 5 and 
he got two councils held at Rome, within the compaſs of 
about two years h, which paſſed decrees in favour of the 
worſhip of images, ordaining them to be worſhipped, 
About this time alſa||, © re/iques were every where 
* ſought for and conveyed to Rome; where the Pope 
te huilt a magnificent | oratory for their reception and 
% worſhip.”? n 5 
Such was the eccleſiaſtical ſtate of matters before, and 
moſtly very long before the date now falſely aſſigned for 
Antichriſt's riſe. And was there nothing Antichriſtian, 
was there no Antichriſt, in that woful ſtate of the 
Church? Let any perſon who fairly conſiders all this, 
judge, —if the Antichriſt was not then already grown far 
up toward manhgod ; and if it be not even ridiculous to 
pretend, that he yet remained to be brought forth or 
make his firſt appearance. | 
And for what ręaſon is the proper riſe, the actual birth 
and firſt appearafice of Antichriſt, ſaid to have been about 
the year 756? It is even this, that then * the Pope be- 
*« came a temporal prince; or was inveſted with the 
* temporal dominion of Rome.” And it is true that he 
was ſo, For the king of the Lombards had wreſted ſome 
cities and territories of Italy from the. worthy ſon and 
heir of the truly Chriſtian Emperor, reſiding at Conſtan- 
tinople : and the king of France ſoon wreſted theſe from 
the king of the Lombards, at the preſſing and pitiful in- 
treaties of the Pope ; who even; ſent him' a letter of 
earneſt ſupplication for that purpoſe, as coming directly 
from St Peter out of heaven: and the Pope, perſiſting in 
his rebellion againſt the good Emperor on behalf of image- 
worſhip, begged a compliment of theſe cities and territo- 
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ries from the king of France ; who accordingly did con- 
ſtitute him a temporal prince over theſe as well as Rome, 
by an act of donation which was brought to Rome in 

But what was all this, to the conſtituting of the Pope's 
Antichriſtian character? Even nothing at all, in itſelf con- 
ſidered; no more than a temporal dominion did conſti- 
tate an Antichriſtian character in the prieſt Melchizedet, or 
in the prophet David, We teſtify againſt the civil places 
and power of church-men, as inconſiſtent with a beſtowing 
of proper attention upon their ſpiritual work ; but it was 
never imagined that theſe did conſtitute an Antichriſtian 
character, where not claimed as due to their ecclefiaſtical 
ſtate : and the Pope as yet made no ſuch claim, —when 
he requeſted and obtained his temporal dominion, as a 
mere compliment from the king of France. 'The Pope's 
Antichriſtian character did properly lie in his exa/ting him- 


ſelf above all that is called Cd, fitting in the temple of Cod, 
ſhewing himſelf that he is God. It did thus lie properly 


in his moſt extenſive ſpiritual or eccleftaſtical dominion, 
with the manifold corruptions belonging to it, —and in 
that only, His ſmall temporal dominion at that time did 
not conſtitute his Antichriſtian character, was even no in- 
gredient in it, no way belonged to the ſubſtance of it; 
but was only a circumſtance which he and his ſacceſſors 
moſt carefully improved, or rather miſimproved, to a great 
ſerviceableneſs for promoting their ſpiritual monarchy. 
A fixing of Antichriſt's riſe in this temporal dominion, 


is therefore but a pitiful fiction. And though it was na- 


tural for dioceſan biſhops, or Epiſcopalians, to deviſe that 
fiction about Antichriſt's riſe ; becauſe they could not, 
con(iſtently with their profeſſion, acknowledge his true 
rife, —in the eſtabliſhment of Dioceſan Epiſcopacy, or of 
the Accleſiaſtical Hierarchy, in the days of Conſtantine the 
Great: yet an imitating of them as to this matter, by 
other Proteſtants, cannot be ſo eaſily excuſed. 

And this new, unſcriptural, antiſcriptural ſcheme about 
the riſe of Antichriſt, —is not to be conſidered as a harm- 
lets though miſtaken ſpeculation, which may be enter. 
tained without any practical diſadvantage: For it neceſſa- 


rily produces a very bad effect, which comes to be explain- 


ed under the next head. As, ! 
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In the SEconDPLACE, I apprehend that, by ſeveral paſ- 
ſages of the ſermon referred to, a grievous injury has 
been done to the glorious Reformation from Popery : par- 
ticularly in the quotations which have been already mage. 

The period of forty- tao months, or of twelve hundred and 


ſixty days, meaning ſo many prophetical years,—is not ſet 


forth in the propheſy, as comprehending the whole time 
of Antichriſt's duration. It doth not reach from his firſt 
riſe to his final perdition, as is erroneouſly ſuppoſed in the 
ſermon. It only comprehends the time from his riſe to 
his meridian height, under the firſt ſix trumpets : while 
the propheſy contains no definition of the length of time 
from thence to his total diſappearing, or from his begun 
to lis completed downfal ; which was to take place in 
the courſe of the firſt ſix vials, under the ſeventh 
trumpet. F th. 

That this is the caſe of the forty-two months, or twelve 
hundred and fixty days, the terms of the propheſy do put 
beyond all controverſy. For it is only the. period in 
which Antichriſt gradually roſe to his full height of abſo- 
late and uncontrolled dominion ; poſſeſſing the court with- 
out the temple, and treading under foot the holy city, Rev. xi. 
2. It is only the period during which pozver vas given 
him over all kindreds and tongues and nations, Rev. xiii. 5, 
7. And it is the period which expired with the propheſy- 
ing of the witneſſes in ſackcloth ; at their triumphant re- 
covery from his great triumph over them, upon the ſound- 
ing of the ſeventh Angel, when the vials began to be 
poured out, Rev. xi. 7, —15. 

Theſe twelve hundred and fixty days being the ſame 
with the forty-/2wo months, which are therefore of thirty 
days each ; the prophetical year, in twelve ſuch months, 
couſiſts only of three hundred and ſixty days: and fo, 
every four of the prophetical years fall twenty-one days 
ſhort of four common years. Thus, the twelve hundred 
and ſixty prophetical years make only twelve hundred and 


forty-twa common years, —wanting forty days. Theſe 


are to be added to the year 313, when Antichriſt roſe 
upon the fall of Rome-Pagan, as before explain- 
ed. And whether the three years and an half, of the 
witneſſes lying ſlain, ſhould be conſidered as the latter 
part of Antichriſt's twelve hundred and ſixty years; or 
as immediately following upon them, in the dreadful ef- 
fort which he then made to retain or regain his meridian 


* height: 
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height : Yet there is no need for being more particular 
here, than in obſerving, —that the expiration of the 
whole did fall in betwixt the years 1555 and 1560; when 
the Reformation from Popery was brought to an eſtabliſh- 
ment in the Empire, and other countries of Europe. 

It is therefore evident, that Antichriſt's defined period 
did expire at the Reformation from Popery : And this be- 
ing the moſt glorious turn which- has ever befallen the 
Church, ſince the was firſt extended unto the Gentiles, —_ 
it is accordingly celebrated in very diſtinguiſhed parts of 
the propheſy ; even in the molt glorious links of the whole 
chain, from the beginning of the 6th chapter,—till we 
come forward to the triumphant view of Antichriſt's final 
ruin, in the 18th and 19th chapters of the Revelation, I 
mean that it is ſo celebrated in the laſt nine verſes of the 
11th chapter, as immediately conſequent upon the expi- 
ring of Antichriſt's defined period : and likewiſe with an 
additional glory, in the firſt thirteen verſes of the 14th 
chapter of that book. 

An alleged beſt expoſitor, conſiſtently with his ſcheme 
about the riſe of Antichriſt, which is adopted in the ſer- 
mon now referred to,—refuſes that the propheſy, in the 
latter part of the 11th chapter, has any reſpect to the 
Reformation from Popery ; while he conſiders the accom- 
pliſhment of it as yet wholly a future event. But incon- 
ſiſtently with his ſcheme, though not with the truth, —he 
applies the 6th, and ſome following verſes of the 14th 
chapter, to (what he calls) the Proteſtant Reformation ; 
abſurdly referring to the Church-triumphant, that happy 
and joyful ſtate of the witnefles which is ſet forth in the 
firſt five verſes of the ſame chapter : And teaches, as if 
that Reformation, which really produced the ſaid happy 
and joyful ſtate of the witneſſes in the militant Church, 
had fallen within the woful and ſorrowful period of their 
propheſying in ſackcloth, —inſtead of following upon it; 
or, in other words, as if two contradictions could be both 


true. Yet no conſiſtent ſenſe can be made of the latter 


part of the 11th and the former part of the 14th chap- 
ters, but as both referring to the ſame glorious revolu- 
tion in the Church. Both mult, or neither of them can be 
applied to the Reformation from Popery ; as the true pe- 
riod when Antichriſt's twelve hundred and ſixty years, 
and the propheſying of the witneſſes in ſackcloth, were 


juſt expired, 
| But, 
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But, according to the new ſcheme, which is adopted in 
the. ſermon referred to, Antichriſt's twelve hundred and 
- ſixty years are not to expire till about the year 2016.— 
even above two hundred and thirty years yet to come : 
And hereby the whole glory of the Reformation is, upon 
the matter, blotred our. 

For if, according to the propheſy, Antichriſt's twelve 
hundred and ſixty years were to expire at his meridian 
height and begun fall; and if, according to the ſermon, 
they are not to expire till above two hundred and thirty 
years yet to come ;—then the Reformation from Popery 
muſt go for nothing: While Antichriſt's meridian height 
and begun fall, would thus be conſidered as yet all to 
come, above two hundred and thirty years hence ; though 
in a groſs contradiction to the manifeſt courſe of Provi- 
dence, and the common ſenſe of mankind, for above two 
hundred years bygone. 

But if, according to the ſermon, Antichriſt's twelve 
hundred and ſixty years were to expire only at his final 
downfal, ſtill the Reformation from Popery muſt go for 
nothing. For it is quite unqueſtionable, according to the 
chain of the propheſy, that the accompliſhment of thoſe 
very eminent parts of it which have been referred to, in 
the 11th and 14th chapters, was to fall out immediately 
upon the expiring of theſe twelve hundred and ſixty years. 
And if they are not to expire till above two hundred and 
thirty years hence, theſe parts of the propheſy can have 
no accompliſhment till then. And thus the Reformation 
from Popery, though the moſt glorious of all events 
which have taken place in the churches of the Gentiles,— 
would come to be conſidered as of no ſignificancy or im- 
portance, for deſerving the ſmalleſt notice to be taken of 
it in the whole propheſy. For if theſe very eminent parts 
of the propheſy do not directly refer to it, but to ſome 
future event yet at a great diſtance ; there will not then 
be one paſſage or expreſſion in all the book of Revelation, 
which can be juſtly pretended to bear any particular ap- 
plication to it, And it is far from being a proper ſalve 
for this, that the ſermon makes ſome account, in a few 
expreſſions, of (what is called) the Proteſtant Reforma- 
tion, as the beginning of Antichriſt's fall; while the ſyſtem 
of the propheſy, as miſrepreſented in that fermon, leaves 
no room for the ſmalleſt account to be made of it in the 
whole book of Revelation: No account to be made of it, 
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but at the expence of diſſolving the contexture of that 


book; for maſhing it down into the mould of the viſionary 
{ſchemes which have been broached by the alleged beſt 
expoſitors ;—and ſo, by a violent disjointing of the pro- 
pheſy, to find the Proteſtant Reformation where it can- 
not be; in the 12th chapter, and in the Toth and 11th 
verſes of the 16th chapter of the Revelation. And it is 
obſervable, that the ſeveral violences committed upon the 
propheſy of that book, by the alleged beſt expoſitors,— 
are generally rooted in and dependent upon the groſs er- 
ror about the beginning of Antichriſt's defined period ; 
beginning it about the year 756, ſo as to make it expire 
about the year 2016. 

It may likewiſe be obſerved, as to the fixing upon the 
year 2016, without any foundation in the propheſy, for 
putting off Antichriſt's final ruin till a period ſo far di- 
ſtant; that this tends to daſh down all the pleaſing and 
ſupporting hope which Chriſtians, in this period, may well 
entertain, from comparing Word and Providence, Hof that 
great event being a great deal nearer hand. Mr Dur- 
ham ſuppoſed, that the fourth vial was a- pouring out in 
his time, above one hundred and twenty years ago. With 
regard to the % vial,—there has been a train of very 
remarkable encroachments made, by Popiſh powers, upon 
the ſcat, the throne, the power and glory of the Anti- 
chriſtian beaſt, within about thirty-three years bygone, 
or ſince the peace in 1748; ſuch as had never taken place 
before in any Popiſh countries. And fo there are various 
reaſons, of great probability, for ſuppoling that we may 
not be far from the period of the rx vial ; by which a 
final riddance will be made of the Antichriſtian interett.— 
Bat on this I enlarge not, as not belonging to the prelent 
deſign ; which was to repreſent a grievous injury done, 
by ſeveral paſlages of the ſermon, to e glorious Reforma- 
tion from Popery. And, 


In the THIRD PLACE, I apprehend that, by ſeveral paſ. 
ſages of the ſermon referred to, a grievous injury has 
been done to the Reformation-T eftimony, as preſently flated 
among the hands of this Synod ; and that upon two diſtin- 
guiſhed articles. | | 

The %% article is relative to the Rupture of the Aſſo- 
ciate Synod, in April 1747. And here it is neceſlary to 
premiſe a genuine view of that memorable event: Which 

yet 
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yet ſhall be done in a very ſummary manner, without 
entering into any detail of particulars; as this has been 
done ſufficiently elſewhere, in a publication which I made 
ſome years ago,—and to which I now refer *. 

In the meeting of the Aﬀociate Synod on the gth day 
of that month, a number of the members puſhed a vote 
into a Re/olution, for tolerating a promiſcuous ſwearing of 
contradictory oaths, in the whole affair of a religious pro- 
feſlion ; a preſent ſwearing of the rel:gious clauſe in ſome 


| burgeſs-oaths, and of the oath in the bond for renewing 


our Covenants : By the one, ſwearing to maintain a pro- 
feſſion of religion in communion with the eſtabliſhed 
Church ; and by the other, ſwearing to maintain a pro- 
feſſion of religion, by way of teſtimony againſt her errors 
and corruptions, in a ſtate of ſeceſſion from her ;—the 
one, as being an oath of communion with the eſtabliſhed 
Church in her profeſſion of religion, upon-the matter ab- 


juring the whole Seceſſion- teſtimony as ſuch; and the 


other being an oath by which this Ii eſtimony is moſt ſo- 
lemnly avouched, The ſaid reſolution was therefore a 
toleration or, allowance, even for a conjunct abjuring and 
avouching of the whole Seceſſion teſtimony 5; by which 
that Teſtimony was materially dropt: While the ſaid 


ſwearing of the burgeſs.oath, fo tolerated, had been found, 


by a ſynodical deciſion which was till left ſtanding, to 
be a material renunciation of it by oath. And the pre- 
tence at firſt made, as if this ſwearing could conſiſt with 


the bond for renewing our Covenants, was ſo groſsly ab- 


ſurd; that theſe on the ſide of the burgeſs-oath ſoon 


found themſelves obliged, in their defence of it, to break 


down the frame of the Judicial Teſtimony, —and to throw 
aſide the renovation of our Covenants. 
Moreover, the aforcſaid reſolution was puſhed and per- 
petrated in the molt irregular manner ; even in a manner 
quite ſubverſive of the conſtitution of the Court. For 
theſe who made it were a minority of the Synod, even in- 
cluding ſome of them who were Grectly parties, — but aſ- 
ſumed a vote in their own perſonal carſe, over the belly of 
proteſtations to the contrary . And they made it by a 


- BE vote 


* Diſplay of the Secefſion-Teſtimony, vol. II. 17,—11:. 


+ It was their own perſonal cauſe in which they fo aſſumed a vote; be- 
ing a vote for a reſolution that they them ſelves ſhould not be found fault 
with for their having proteſted againſt, and (till carrying on a practical 
oppolition to the Synodical deciſion in April x746,—which had con- 


demned a preſent ſwearing by Seceders, of the religious clauſe in ſome 
burgeſs-oaths, 
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vote at their own hand, while both the moderator and 
clerk were abſolutely declining to take any” part in that 
buſineſs : and while the proteſters againſt the putting of 
ſuch a vote could take no part in it, or could not open a 
mouth,—when thele parties got one of their number to 
take up and call the roll, and another of them to mark 
the votes. ; | 

An oppoſition to this courſe was all along carried on, 
in a very folema manner, by the majority of all acting 
members on that occaſion ; even including the ſaid parties, 
who ſo iniquitouſly and violently took upon them to act: 
Yea by the majority of all who had any jufl title to aft in 
the depending 4 or though all who were non /iquet 
had been reckoned over to the other ſide. And this op- 
poſing majority having contended moſt earneſtly againſt 
that courſe, by reaſonings and proteſtations, but to no 
good effect ; while the aforeſaid reſolution was ruſhed in- 
to, with a violent and uncontrollable trampling upon the 
whole proper form and order of the Court: they there. 
fore found nothing remaining for them, in ſuch an extra- 
ordinary caſe, but to withdraw,—after getting a cal} by 
the laſt moderator *, to meet next day in a iynodical ca- 
pacity. Nor was there any poſſibility of their ſiting {till 
a moment longer, but in a moſt abſurd as well as unduti- 
ful condition ; that of allowing the violent and then un- 
controllable votes of z<werity {even of them parties), to 
prevail againſt the proteſtations of 7wwenty-three members, 
—who vere in the ſtate of proteſters againſt the putting 
of ſuch a vote, as to the whole matter and manner of it. 

The time of that withdrawing was indeed the molt cri- 
tical moment which has eter taken place, - with regard 
to the proper ſtate of the Aſſociate Synod, and of the Re. 


formation- Teſtimony among their hands; that whole cauſe 


being then hurled over into the gulf of the aforeſaid re- 
ſolution, as a grave in which it was apparently to ly for 
ever buried. During the progreſs toward that woful iſſue, 
previous to the day on which it was accompliſhed, —thoſe 
who contended againſt it were brought to their wits end ; 
as ſeeing nothing before them but « ruin of the Lord's 
work among their hands. At a moſt accidental meeting, 
for a few minutes, in the morning of that day,—a beam 
of light did break up upon them ; giving them a general 

view 


The then preſent Moderator perſiſted in his ſilence on that occaſion. 
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view of the cauſe and conflitution of the Aſſociate Synod, 
as what would ly properly among their hands,—if all re- 
gular oppoſition ſhould prove ineffectual, for ſtopping the 
courſe of thoſe on the other fide : while it was firſt in 
this meeting, that they came to know the number of ſuch 
as were reſolved to oppoſe it, 


6 But there was no fort of concert among them, not ſo 
much as a mouth opened, about any particular ſteps which 
* ſhould be taken by them in the courſe of that day. A die 
Pen and twoproteflations were afterwards made by three of 
them; juſt what occurred that day to each, as being then 
proper and neceſſary: And though no others of them 
(even not one as to any other of theſe three), had any 
previous knowledge that fuch ſteps would be taken; yet 
they were immediately clear for declaring adherences, 
which they ſeverally did. In like manner, when the laſt. 
moderator, immediately after voting the woful reſolution, 
read a declaration and proteſtation, containing the call 
which has been mentioned ; not one of them but himſelf 
knew, that he was about to take ſuch a ſtep *: Yet, as ; 
he inſtantly withdrew, they were clear to follow his ex- | 
ample ; which they. immediately did, and met next day | 
according to the call which he had given them,—the | 
whole Secęſſian- Teſtimony and Synodical Conjlitution, being ; 
now left entirely among their hands, 

The Lord did thus lead them on, ſtep by ſtep, as fo 
many blind men; by a way that they knew not, in paths 
that they had not known, mating darkneſs light before them, 
and crooked things ſtraight: Ihe more of God appear- 
ing, the leſs there was of man, in the courſe which they 
were directed and enabled to take. In this method, the 
enly method for it which then remained practicable, — the 
original conſtitution of the Aﬀociate Synod, with the Re- 
forination- Teftimony among their hands, was inſtantly, and 
moſt unexpectedly, got taken up alive out of the grave in- 
to which it had been hurled: And the conſequence has 
been anſwerable. For the ſaid conſtitution and Teſtimo- 
ny {till remain with this Synod; and the Renovation of 

our 


* It had never been thought of by himſelf, till the firſt long ſederunt 
of that day was over. And this was likewiſe the caſe with the other mi- 
niſter who, immediately before the voting, read the ſecond of the two 
Proteſtations before mentioned: The other of theſe two having been 
made verbally during the firſt, and put into writing agaialt the ſecond 
ſederunt. 
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our Solemn Covenants has been carried on very univerſal- 
ly and frequently in their congregations. —But the Synod 
of the ſeparating brethren has proceeded in their courſe 
of apoſtaſy, with a train of outrages committed upon the 
Seceſſion- cauſe; till that matter has iſſued of late, in whaz 
they call a Re-exhibition of the Teſtimony: By which the 
acts about the doctrine of grace, and for the renewing of our 
Sglemn Covenants, are thrown out of the Seceſſion- cauſe; 
and the Judicial 1 eſtimony is variouſly corrupted, particu- 


larly by moſt fraudulent and eſſential forgeries,—ſuch as 


could not have been perpetrated on a civil deed about 
mens ſecular rights, but upon the pain of death *. 

When therefore I look back upon the aforeſaid con- 
duct and ſupport with which the Lord bleſſed the con- 
tenders for his cauſe, on the gth of April 1747; I am 
not aſhamed to avow, that I conſider the ſame as the 
molt diſtinguiſhed article of the Ma GNALIA DEI, of the 
great things of God, in the courſe of the Seceſſion : And 
which onght to be held in a moſt thankful remembrance 
among all poſterity in the Seceſſion body; as being the 
immediate fountain from whence the perpetuating of the 
Seceſſion-cauſe among the hands of this Synod has flowed, 
all along from that day to this, 

But a very different view is given of that matter, by 
ſeveral paſſages of the ſermon referred to; particularly, 
by thele following, vis. © The unhappy rupture or 
* breach, which ſo early happened in the Seceding bo- 
& dy, has been much improved againſt the 'tleſtiwfony 
and cauſe in which we are embarked. — the mournful 
& breach in the Aſſociate Synod deſerves, indeed, to be 
«© Jamented and bewailed to the lateſt ages. We have 
« reaſon to conſider that diſmal event, as a providential 
« intimation of what was to befal the generation. Mat- 
ters were ſo ordered by a God of judgment, that a 
ſtumbling-block was laid in the way of the generation; 


& and 


cc 


Lay 
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* 
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About four years ago, I publiſhed a Diſplay of that Re-exhibition. 
Some time afterwards Mr John Brown at Haddington, publiſhed an Anſwer 
to that Diſplay,—in the form of a Leiter to me; ſuch as could admit of 
no better reply, than what lies very obvious in its own very ſingular ex- 
travagance and futility, His principal argument againſt me lies in the 
cloſe of his letter; where he, upon the matter, aſſigns me over to ever- 
laſting dawnation, —for the concern which I have had, in oppoling the 
defections of his Synod !—But nothing needs to be ſurpriſing, in one who 


could ſtand up for defending the atrocious forgeries of that infamous Re- 
exhibition. | 
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re and they judicially left to harden and confirm them- 
<< ſelves againſt that good cauſe in which we have em- 
« barked. Thus, that mournful diſpenſation beſpeaks 
&« not ſo much, perbaps, diſſatisfaction with the parties 
« between whom the rupture happened, as diſpleaſure 
ce with the generation among whom they live, and who 
ce ſo violently oppoſe their '1eſtimony. Whatever ſinful 
&« hand either the one party, or the other, or both, had 
ce in the breach; God had an all-wiſe, unerring, and 
ce gyer-ruling hand in it.” p. 35, 36. 

By the above paſſages, this whole affair concerning the 
Aſſociate Synod is ſet forth under very black characters; 
as the unhappy rupture or breach, to be lamented and bexwail- 
ed to the lateſt ages, —that diſmal event, that mournful diſ- 
penſation. It is accordingly ſuppoſed to be an evil which 
both parties were equally left to fall into, as a ſtumbling- 
block for a judicial hardening of the generation: Both 
parties are left to be conſidered, as equally objects of the 
Lord's diſſatisfaction in that matter: And both of them 


are equally ſuppoſed to have had a ſinful hand in the 


whole ; all of them judicially left ro a ſinful courſe, for 
a ſtumbling- block to the generation. 

Such is the view given, as a comprehenſrve view of the 
whole affair ; by which the memory of the Lord's great 
goodneſs, on that occaſion, is blotted out: And this 
great indignity has been done to the ſame by a miniſter 
of this Synod, not behind their backs, —but ſolemnly in 
their very face, when he was preaching before them as 
their laſt Moderator ; putting a ſtamp of infamy, before 
their eyes, even upon the immediate foundation of their 
preſent ſtate, Very unhappy, diſmal, mourytul, lamen- 
table things, accompanied the ſaid rupture; as hath been 
above repreſented : But this was no reaſon for havin 
the Lord's great goodneſs, on that occaſion, buried un- 
der the ſame bad characters - Many diſmal and mourn- 


ful things accompanied the Reformation from Popery ;— 


many diſmal and mournful things accompanied the Refor- 
mation in this iſland, toward the middle of the laſt cen- 
tury ; many diſmal and mournful things accompanied the 
Revolution, toward the cloſe of that century: And there. 
fore all the glorious works of God on thele occaſions, 
which ought to be ever remembered with thankful 
praiſe ; all theſe might as well be ſhuilled in under the 

characters 
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characters of diſmal and mournful things, to be lamented 
and bewailed to the lateſt ages. 

Upon the whole, with regard to the fgnal work of God 
for this Synod, on the gth of April 1747; I hereby en- 
ter my teſtimony and proteſtation againſt all diembling or 
defaming of it, fuch as is meant in the laſt quoted paſſages 
of the ſermon. I his I reckon the more incumbent up- 
on me,—that I now remain alone in this Synod, of all 
who were engaged in the contendings of that day ; the 
only other ſurviver of them, in Earlitoa preſbytery,— 
having been incapable, for ſome years, of attendance upon 
the Synodical meetings. And when I have lived to ſee 
any rife up in this Synod, for burying the remembrance 
of what the Lord then wrought for us; (even moſt ab- 
furdly, while they cannot imagine any other procedure by 
which the true Synodical conſtitution and cauſe could have 
been ſupported in that juncture, —or preſerved from the 
ſame ruin on all hands, which it has fallen into among the 
ſeparating brethern) : I muſt conſider this as a new call 
to me, and as laying a new obligation upon me,—for 
preſerving, unto the end of my courſe, a thankful re- 
membrance, and commemoration of the Lord's merciful 
and gracious orderings on that memorable occaſion. 


The ſecond article of grievous injury which has been 
done, by ſeveral paſſages of the ſaid ſermon, to 7he Refor- 
mation teſtimony as preſently flated among the hands of this 
Synd,—is relative to their exerciſe of diſcipline in the 
caſe of the ſeparating brethren; about which it contains 
the following paſlages, viz. © The procedure of this Sy- 
« nod againit their Burgher brethren, has been much 
«© improved againſt the Cauſe and Teſtimony in which we 
c are engaged, —Admitting this Synod to have erred in 
« the matter of cenſuring the Burgher brethren, why 
ce ſhould this be urged or improved to the diſadvantage 
« of our Lleſtimony ? It is a principle received in all 
« Proteſtant churches, and particularly among us, That 
„ all Synods and Aſſemblies may err; and, in particular 
& inſtances, do err. An approbation of the cenſures in- 
4 flicted on the Burgher brethren, never has been made 


% a term of communion, either miniſterial or Chriſtian 


& communion, among us. All that is required of us, in 
c relation to this controverſy, in order to miniſterial com- 
“ munion with this Synod, is, that we be ſatisfied in our 

« con{ciences 


6 
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ce conſciences concerning the deciſion of Synod in April 
« 1746, finding the religious clauſe of the burgeſs- oath 
ec jnconliltent with the teſtimony, p. 36, 37% Now, 

1. It is a great miſtake, that nothing is required among 
us for miniſterial communion, in relation to the contro- 
verſy with the ſeparating brethren, —but a profeſſing of 
ſatisfaction with the ſaid deciſion of Synod in April 1746. 
For every miniſter and elder is required, at his ordina- 
tion, to“ acknowledge and promiſe ſubjection to the 
% Aſſociate Synod,—as preſently conſtituted in a way of 
« teſtifying againſt the ſinful management of the prevail- 
« ing party in the, Synod, at ſome of the firſt diets of 
ec their meeting at Edinburgh in April 1747 3”? and to 
declare that he doth “ approve of, and purpoſe to ad- 
« here unto and maintain the ſaid 1 eſtimony, in his {tation 
4 and capacity *.” Such is the profeſſion, as to this mat- 
ter, which every miniſter and elder, to this day, is re- 
quired to make at his ordination : A profeſſion ſo mani- 
feſtly inconſiſtent with the repreſentation, already con- 
ſidered, which the ſermon makes of the breach in April 
1747,—that ſuch a repreſentation of it is, upon the mat- 
ter, a giving up with that ordination-vow. 

2. It is admitted, by the above quotation, — that the 
Synod did err, in the inflicting of thoſe cenſures referred 
to. Their adverſaries get a full allowance to judge, that 
chey really did ſo. And while it is evident, from the 
contexture of the above quotations, that the preacher fa- 
voured this judgment; I have likewile a further reaſon, 
from particular information, for ſaying ſo : That when a 
brother, to whom theſe paſſages of the ſermon were 
communicated in manuſcript before preaching it, inſiſted 
that, inſtead of admitting this Synod erred, —it might run, 
ſuppoſing but not granting that this Synod erred ; yet the 
preacher would not admit of the . propoſed correction. 
And thus, the whole contendings of this Synod for pre- 
{ſerving the great truſt committed unto them, in the afore- 
ſaid exercife of diſcipline, as well as in the affair of the 
preceding breach, —are all delivered over, by the lump, 
into a ſtate of infamy and reproach. 

I cannot ſuppoſe the preacher to have admitted of an 
erring upon the head of Iniguity as to the merits of the 
cauſe, or the grounds upon which the cenſures proceed- 
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ed : For he acknowledges the iniquity of a preſent ſwear. 
ing of the religious clanſe in ſome burgeſs-oaths amon 
Seceders. And what could be a matter of iniquity, o 
moſt ſcandalous iniquity in any church; if it was not ſo, 
—that a number of miniſters overturned their whole pro- 
feſſion, and broke down the frame of their church-ſtate, 
in their way of making and proſecuting a defence of con- 
tradictory oaths upon the whole affair of a religious pro- 
feſſion? TIN 

And I will not ſuppoſe the preacher to have admitted 
of an erring upon the head of Incompetency, as to the exer- 
ciſe or objects of diſcipline. For he will not refuſe, that 
it was properly the Aſſociate Synod which exerciſed the 
ſame : And that it was competent for nineteen miniſters, 
with their elders in that Synod, to exerciſe difcipline upon 
twelve of their brethren in a courſe of ſo very ſeandalous 
behaviour.—Nor is it ſuppoſable, that he will refuſe 
church-members or brethren, in a ſtate of offence, to be 
the proper objects of church · diſcipline; and that the more 
eminent they be, or the more 0% they have been, they 
are {till more proper objects of diſcipline, —becauſe their 
offence is thereby the more aggravated and pernicious: 
While church-cenſures do no way meddle with their 
greatneſs, or goodneſs, or graciouſneſs; no way interfe- 
ring with their intereſt in the inviſible church. 

But I know that ſeverals, now in communion with this 
Synod, do make no ſcruple of charging them with havin 
erred, in the faid exerciſe of diſcipline, upon the head of 
Rafhneſs as if they had proceeded undeliberately or ha- 
ſtily in that work. Yet no charge can be more unrea- 
ſonable : While there was even a very extraordinary 
meaſure of deliberation and patience, as to the courſe of 
their procedure; in many diets of conference with prayer, 
for upwards of three years. 

The only other fort of error which I can ſuppoſe, and 
which 1 do ſuppoſe to be properly meant, in the preſent 
caſe,—is an erring upon the head of Inexpediency : As if 
ſome now riſen up, and at their eaſe, were cndued with 
more wiſdom about theſe matters, than the Lord bleſſed 


his ſervants with in thoſe days; though they have not 


had ſuch acceſs to know and be affected with the ſtate of 
matters which then took place, - nor have given any evi- 
dence of being more ſeriouſly and ſuitably exerciſed in 
aſking wiſdom from above, upon this ſubject, The expe- 


diency, 
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diency, at that time, was to be determined according to 
ſcriptural rules and the conjunctures of Providence, — 
without any regard to conſequences ; which, as men could 
not foreſee, could no way belong to the rule of their 
duty. And yet I know of no conſequences ſince, which 
do really militate againſt the expediency of what was then 
tranſacted. . 

Yea, I think it very evident, — that there was never as 
great and remarkable expediency and neceſſity in any 
other caſe of diſcipline, within the ſtate of the Seceſſion. 
For, though the ſcandal was of extraordinary and 


— 


very pernicious heinouſneſs; yet no ſooner was an en- 
trance made into a calling of the ſeparating brethren to 
an account for their conduct, - than a clamour began to 
be raiſed by them, and thoſe on their ſide, againſt that 
procedure: The manifeſt import of which was, to caſt a 
general reproach upon the diſcipline of the Lord's houſe; 
to have it fubjected to the characters and pleaſure of men, 
made an object of abhorrence, and ſunk into a ſtate of 
odiouſneſs, —as much as if there had been nothing ſalu- 
tary in its nature, nor any foundation for it in the Holy 
Scriptures. And while it was preſumed by them, that 
the higher excommunication might be the” iſſue; this 
Bible - cenſure, in particular, was moſt odiouſly miſrepre- 


ſented and calumniated, —even the Scripture- terms of it 


being expoſed, as objects of deteſtation and rage. The 
Synod was therefore ſhut up to one of two things, —either 
to let the whole ordinance of diſcipline ſink into reproach; 
or to ſupport it, to maintain a Teſtimony for it, to diſ- 
play the banner of Chriſt's authority over his own houſe, 
by proceeding in the exerciſe of diſcipline, according 
to all the extent of ſcriptural inſtitution and warrant. 
And there was no room left for them, in this caſe, to 
doubt the expediency of that procedure; leaving events 
to the Lord. 

I muſt likewiſe obſerve, that an injury is done to this 
Synod and the miniſters of it, by the undiſtinguiſhing te- 
nor of this declaration; that © an approbation of the 
5 cenſures inflicted on the Burgher brethren never has 
© been made a term of communion, miniſterial or Chri- 
* {tian communion, among us.” — Three things are to be 
diſtinguiſhed here; a poſitive approbaticn, a politive diſap- 
probation, and a want of full clearneſs for the one or the 
other. And it is very true, that a poſitive approbation, 
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in the preſent caſe, has never been required from any in- 
dividuals as a term of communion ; while they profeſſed a 
having of no clearneſs for a poſitive diſapprobation. Yet 
a poſitive diſapprobation, as to ſome ſteps of judicial pro- 
cedure about cauſes of a private nature, may very well 
conſiſt with both miniſterial and Chriſtian communion, 
But as to the preſent caſe, of a moſt public nature, affect- 
ing the whole preſent ſtate of the Lord's work among 
the hands of this Synod ; I abſolutely refuſe that any 
reaſon has been yet given, and I hope never will be gi- 
ven, for ſuppoſing,—that a poſitive diſapprobation may 
be admitted of as conſiſtent with communion in this Sy- 
nod, or with the enjoyment of ſealing ordinances in any 
of their congregations. Nor do I fee how any perſons ſo 
diſpoſed can, honeſtly and conſiſtently, ſeek or hold com- 
munion, miniſterial or Chriſtian, among us. A minority 
in the Synod may be allowed of as nm liguet, or as not 
having a full clearneſs upon the one or other {ide : 
But if a majority in the Synod: were once come to be even 
in that ſtate, they would then have changed their ground; 
ſo far as not to be properly ſupporting the character of 
the /ame ſynod which was engaged in the former contend- 
ings for the Lord's cauſe among their hands. 

For my own part, I freely declare, that I ſtill reckon 
the diſcipline of the Lord's houſe, as then exerciſed in 
the caſe of the ſeparating brethren,—to have been a ſpe- 
cial article of the word of Chri/Ps patience, in the afore- 
faid circumſtances: And that I conſider any di/affeion to 
it, now appearing among miniſters and people, as a weighty 


Teaſon,—why a ſtanding acknowledgement of it, and a 
ſtedfaſt adherence to it, ſhould alſo be reckoned a ſpecial 


article of keeping the word of Chriſt's patience in the preſent 
dime. 

Jam conſcious, that none can be more deſirous than I 
am,—for having this Synod and thoſe in communion with 
us, brought into a ſtate of coaleſcence with the miniſters in 
the Synod of the ſeparating brethren and thoſe in com- 
munion with them; if it could be effected upon honeſt 
terms, conſiſtent with truth and duty. Projects of coa- 
leſcence, with which ſome miniſters of this Synod are par- 
ticularly acquainted, have been lately agitated among 
fome people of both communions,—in joint meetings : 
But, ſo far as I underſtand, theſe projects are all calcula. 
ted for ſeducing the people in communion with us from 
their 
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their witneſſing profeſſion ; and for bringing about an 

apoſtaſy on the part of this Synod,—that their contend- 
T ings on behalf of the Lord's work among their hands, for 
about thirty-five years bygone, ſhould be buried in obli. 
vion. It is a plauſible way of doing, to talk of ſome con- 
2 cefſions to be made by this Synod for healing the breach: 
Viet I know of no conceſſions which they can make in the 
preſent caſe, but ſuch as muſt imply ſome falling from their 
 Zown ſtedfaſineſs. And I know of no proper coaleſcence in 
this caſe, but ſuch as the Lord preſcribed to Jeremiah: 
X Let them return unto thee, but return not thou unto them. 
2 TI hope we ſhall maintain a warm attachment of heart, 
toward all whom we find evidencing a zeal for the pecu- 
liar doctrine of the Goſpel, - the doctrine of grace reign- 
ing through righteouſneſs unto eternal life, by Feſus Chriſt 
our Lord; whatever be their external denominations : 
But we may not gratify that diſpoſition of heart, by pro- 
miſcuous communion with them; ſuch as cannot conſiſt 
with a proper teſtimony againſt the groſs errors or cor- 
ruptions in which any of them are, at the fame time, in- 
volved. And I hope we ſhall never be left to turn fo 
ſmple, as that we may be befooled out of the Lord's 
cauſe among our hands by fair ſpeeches, —by looſe and 
lamenting declamations about peace, love, and unity. 


I have now finiſhed the Memorial and Remonſtrance, 
upon this affair, which I reckon myſelf obliged to make: 
Yet having been ſo far from ſeeking to make a party for 
it, by endeavouring to draw any of my brethren into a con- 
currence ; that none of them, nor any perſon beſide my- 


reading, And I now leave my brethren to behave con- 
cerning it, as they ſhall fee cauſe; while 1 do not appre- 
hend a preſent expediency of entering into any conten- 
tion with them upon that ſubject. If any of them thali 
find a need, as I do, for exonering themſelves upon this 
whole aflair,--or, particularly, upon the head of the 
# aforeſaid grievous injury done to the Reformation- Tetti- 
= mony as preſently ſtated among the hands of this Synod ; 
they have a preſent occaſion, perhaps the propereſt that 
they may expect, for declaring it.—But, as it cannot be 
refuſed that this matter belongs to the Synod's bulineſs, 
while reſpecting a ſermon which was officially preached 
before them ; and as members have always been allowed 


o 


* 


ſelf, has known ſo much as a line of it, till in my preſent 
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to exoner themſelves, by getting what they thought ne- 
ceſſary for that purpoſe marked in the minutes, about 
what was diſſatisfying or difficulting to them in any buſi- 
neſs tranſacted ; and as the neceſſary length of what is 
given to be marked cannot alter the nature of it, only 
adding ſomewhat to the buſineſs of the clerk : I there- 
fore crave, that the Paper now read, or at leaſt that part 
of it which reſpects the preſent ſtate of the Teſtimony 
among, our hands, may be allowed a place in the records 
of this Synod, for my Exoneration *, . 


ADAM GiB. 


* I had weighty reaſons for not attempting to bring forward this af- 


fair, in any other form than that of a perſonal exoneration; which, for 
other reaſons, I decline to expreſs. 


Edinburgh ; May 1. 1782. P. M. 

Mr Gib repreſented, That he had a paper prepared 

for being read before the Synod at their preſent meeting ; 

and craved that it might be agreed to give him an oppor- 

tunity for reading the ſame at a public /ederunt in the 

Church, to-morrow before-noon : which, after ſome con- 
verſation, was agreed to, 


Eodem Loco 5 May 2. 1782. A. M. 

In conſequence of the agreement at the laſt /ederunt, 
Mr Gib read a paper before the Synod ; being a Memo- 
rial and Remonſtrancè about a Sermon which had beenpreach- 


ed at the opening of this Synod in April 1779, and which 


he told he had got into his hands in print ſince thelaſt meet- 
ing of Synod :—Bearing his apprehenſion that, by ſeveral 
paſſages of the ſermon, a grievous injury has been done to 
moſt unqueſtionable teſtimonies of the holy Scriptures, — to the 
glorious Reformation from Popery ;—and to the Reformation. 
Teſtimony, as preſently lated among the hands of this Synod : 
and craving that the ſaid paper, or at leaſt the laſt part 
of it which reſpects the preſent ſtate of the Teſtimony 
among our hands, may be allowed a place in the re- 
cords of this Synod, for his exoneration, After ſome 

reaſonings 


# * 
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reaſonings upon this ſubject, the Synod declined allowing 
the two firſt parts, but agreed in allowing the ſaid laſt 
part of the paper now read to be recorded in their mi- 
nutes for his exoneration ; and alſo that any members 
might have an extract of the ſame, if they deſire it, for 
their peruſal, betwixt and next meeting of Synod : The 


tenor whereof follows, viz. (as on p. 18 30.) 
Extracted by JAMES MoR1$0N, Syn. Clk. 


Tt was not till after a good deal of reaſoning, or rather 


; oppoſition, —that the laſt part of the above-mentioned 
Memorial and Remonſtrance was admitted to a place in the 


Sy nod's records. What was inſiſted for, inſtead of this, 
will come to be obſerved in the following remarks. I 
was ſorry, on the preacher's account, that he had no other 
appearance to make,—than in floods of bold declamation 
againſt the appearance then made by me, as if it had been 
criminal or ſcandalous. The rudeneſs with which ſome 
eſpouſed his quarrel, was what I bore with great indifferen- 
cy—3s reſpecting myſelf ; but I could not help being other- 
wiſe diſpoſed, concerning the deviation thus made from 
what J reckoned incumbent on all the members of the Sy- 
nod, and the whole Secefſion-body,—with regard to the 
cauſe of God among their hands. 


V. o 


T6 TH 


r ce 20 3 


OF THE FOREGOING 


MEMORIAL AND REMONSTRANCE. 


HIS A»/wer, or, as the Author calls it, ApoLoOGY,— 


will be properly introduced by the following Copy 
of the Synodical Minutc concerning it. | 


Edinburgh, Sept. 5. 1782. 
«© On Mr Gib's reading the REMONSTRANCE, part 
& whereof was allowed to be recorded in the minutes of 
& laſt meeting of Synud,—an allowance having been g1- 
& ven to Mr „in like manner to read a paper at 
5 this time, in anſwer to the charges brought againſt 
« his Sermon referred to in the ſaid Remonſtrance ; Mr 
4 _—— read a paper accordingly, in vindication of his 


„Sermon againſt theſe charges: And the Synod allowed 


* that part of Mr 's paper to be recorded in their 
© minutes, which contained an anſwer to that part of Mr 
& Gib's paper which is recorded in them; delaying the 
c“ further conſideration of the affair till afterwards : And 
& that part of Mr 's paper is as follows, viz.” *. 


Such 


* Mr —— having come up to the laſt ſederunt of the Synod, on the 
5th of September 1782; he then read his Arſwer (after I had gone out), 
trom a paper which ſeemed not eaſily legible by himſelf, and no way 
legible by the clerk. The Synod allowed it to be recorded in their mi- 
nates ; omitting a part of it, relative to thoſe parts of the Remon/trance 
which had not been fo recorded: But they gave him back his paper, for 
his getting a proper draught of it returned. — During the meeting of 
Synod in May 1783, the clerk received that draught. But he did not 
then produce it: Becauſe he ſuppoled, that the Synod could not admit 
of this ew paper without a mew reading, for which he could not well 
find an opportunity, amidſt the hurry of other buſineſs; and becauſe the 
Author was not preſent, for anſwering any queſtions concerning it. 
And of this he informed the Author by a letter.—When the Synod was 
again met, on the 4th of September 1783; the clerk produced that 
draught, 
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— 


UCH is the reluctance with which I make this public 
appearance before the Reverend Synod, that it was 
within a few days of its meeting before I could prevail with 
myſelf to put pen to paper on this painful ſubje&t. Could 
J have ſeen it conſiſtent with duty, inclination would 
have prompted me altogether to decline this diſagreeable 
> taſk. My Reverend Father Mr Gib ſaw meet, in a writ- 
ten ſpeech, which he read at laſt meeting of Synod, part 
of which has obtained a place in the minutes,—to attempt 
to find ſeveral errors in a ſermon which I had the honour 
to deliver before this Synod on the 27th of April 1779, 
and which ſince has been publiſhed. As I was unexpect- 
edly reduced to a ſituation that rendered it incompetent 
for me to act, as otherwiſe I would have done, at laſt 
meeting; the Reverend Synod, I hope, will now indulge me 
to ſay a few things in the entry, for my exoneration. 
With all due deference to this Synod, to which I have 
in a ſolemn manner promiſed, and am ever ready to ſhew 
ſubjection in the Lord; I muſt be allowed to ſay, the 
Synod appeared to me to loſe their way, in allowing Mr 
Gib to introduce this affair in the manner he choſe to do 
it, A ſecret ſuſpicion that he had me partly, and only 
partly in view, prevented me from oppoling his extraor- 
dinary requiſition in another manner than I did. Cheer. 
fully ſhall I ſubmit to Mr Gib himſelf, whether, after all 
he has read, he can produce from the records of any well 
regulated church, a precedent for it, or a {tep parallel to 
it, all circumſtances conſidered. In this and every other 
inſtance, I am ready to treat my Reverend Father with 
all the reſpect due to his age, abilities, and uſefulneſs. 
But I mult fay, his conduct at laſt meeting of Synod ap- 
peared to me in a very bad light. I conſidered it as an 
E inſult, 


drauglit, with a letter from the Author: In which letter, he reſolutely 
urged the recording of his paper, as formerly allowed; ſaying alſo, 
« The paper I ſent you, I atteſt as a faithful copy of the paper I read to 
« them,” Some contended, but without effect, —againſt the raſhneſs of 
recordiiig that new paper, without having it firſt read: For it was car- 
ried, to reſt in the Author's atteſtation, —of its being a faithful copy 
trom that which he had read before them, in September the preceding 
year. Ani it was appointed that this paper ſhould ſtand on record; not 
in the minutes of the then preſent meeting, nor of the next before when 
it was ſent up, "ut ſo far back as thoſe of the meeting in Septermber' 
1782, which are never of courſe to be read again in the Synod. 
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inſult, not only to me, but alſo to the Synod. I conſider- 
ed him as my father and friend, to whom in difficult caſes 
I might apply for advice; and I acknowledge my obliga- 
tions to him in this reſpec, in repeated inſtances. I be. 
lieve his zeal for the good cauſe in [which] he and I are 
embarked, prompted him to take this ſtep. But what 
a pity is it, that ever he ſhould allow his zeal to operate 
in a manner calculated for reflecting diſhonour on the 
cauſe he is ſo ſolicitous to promote? 

Has my Reverend Father- ated conſiſtently, or as the 
Scripture directs, in this affair? He heard the ſermon de- 
livered ; and will do me the juſtice to own it is publiſhed, 
almoſt word for word as it was delivered. No leſs than 
three years elapſed poſterior to the delivery, and two 
years and nine months poſterior to the publication of it, 
before he accuſed me of error in it. During that long 


interval he aſſiſted at ſacramental occaſions, he fat down 


at the table of the Lord with me: The very day prece- 
ding that on which he impeached me, he not only fat in 
Synod with me, but voted for my tranſportation from one 
congregation under the inſpection of this Synod, to ano- 
ther. Are theſe things contiſtent? Is Mr Gib, or any 
other man, able to reconcile them ? One thing eſpecially 
aſtoniſhed me. My Reverend Father read in Synod a 
long paper, containing a number of charges againſt me, 
and abſolutely refuſed to allow me to fee it; that I might 
either confeſs the doctrinal errors with which he charges 
me, or repel the charges he brings againſt me. Is this 
conform to the practice of any impartial court, civil or ec- 
cleſiaſtic? If this be admitted for a precedent, what mult 
the conſequences be? I beg my Reverend Father for one 
moment to ſuppoſe himſelf in my place. I know he is 
capable of feeling. To his feelings as a man, as a Chri- 
{tian, as a miniſter, I appeal. | 

I come now to the paper itſelf, The Synod will al- 
low me to ſay two or three words, in relation to the ge- 


neral ſtrain of it. And, firſt of all, I am at ſome loſs to 


account for the indirect manner in which I am attacked. 
Why does not Mr Gib name me? Again, does not his 
interpretation of the paſſages of the ſermon, on which he 
founds his charges againſt me, imply a want of common 
candour? Many of the moſt intelligent of my fathers 
and brethren in the miniſtry, have ſpoken with me * 

that 
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that part of my ſermon which relates to the Burgher- 
controverſy; and not one of them has had the penetra- 
tion to diſcover the miſtakes Mr Gib pretends to have 
found in it. I have repeatedly read the condemned parts 
of it, in as unprejudiced and impartial a manner as I 
could; and I cannot yet ſee that they will admit of the 
> conſtruction he has put upon them. But for every mode 
of expreſſion uſed in it, I will not plead. Had I thought 
the terms I have uſed would have given the ſmalleſt offence 
to any of my Fathers or Brethren, I would have uſed 
other ones. I can ſincerely ſay, I had not the remoteſt 
thought of advancing one ſentiment oppoſite to the prin- 
ciples of this Synod ; with which, particularly in relation 
to the controverſy with the Burghers, I am fully ſatisfied. 
W hat inclines me the more to think my Reverend Father 
has imbibed ſuſpicions of my orthodoxy, and by theſe has 
been influenced in interpreting certain paſſages in my ſer- 
mon, is the oblique hint at ſome late meetings between 
the Antiburghers and Burghers in the ſouth of Scotland ; 
at two of which I was as, But why ſhould Mr Gib 
credit every little ſtory he hears? He has had repeated 
opportunities of converſation with me, fince I attended 
theſe meetings. If he was diſſatisfied either for my at- 
tending them, or any thing I was reported to have ad- 
vanced at them; he certainly ought to have told me, In 
that event, I ſhould have endeavoured, as far as poſlible, 
to fatisfy him, It is well known to the members of the 
congregation with which I was lately connected, and 
within the boundaries of which the meetings were held, 
that the motion for the keeping them did not originate 
from me. I gave no encouragement to the morion, when 
it was made, I never had the ſmalleſt hopes of the 
meetings accompliſhing any valuable end. Neither am I 
conſcious of yielding any one of our principles, at thoſe 
meetings. I never intended to do ſo, I have not heard 
of one perſon, Antiburgher or Burgher, that attended rhe 
meetings, the laſt of which was numerous, who has al- 
leged I did ſo. As for the excommunication, I did not 
ſee that I was called either to juſtify or condemn it, It 
did not appear to me, to affect the merits of the cauſe. 
Accordingly, I rather conſidered it as out of the queſtion. 
I took occaſion to tell the Burghers preſent, it was not 
made a term of communion among us; and therefore, on 

ſuppoſition 
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ſuppoſition any of them were to join with us, they would 


not be required to approve of it. This is the ſubſtance 


of what paſled in relation to it, The conſtitution of this 


Synod never was a queſtion, or ſubject of converſation, at 
any meeting I attended. I had not the ſmalleſt doubt of 
it; and would have refuſed to be preſent, or to act at 
any meeting that would not have admitted it. —Another 
thing confirms my ſuſpicion, that Mr Gib was diſpoſed to 
put the moſt unfavourable interpretation on my words. 
He finds great fault with me, for ſpeaking of the breach 
in the Synod under the notion of an unhappy rupture, 
a mournful diſpenſation, a diſmal event. Strange! Does 
Mr Gib think it was a happy breach, a joyful diſpenſation, 
a deſirable event! Certain I am, he did not always think 
ſo. A very few years have elapſed, ſince he publiſhed 
to the world a work in which he expreſsly deſigns it, 
ce that melancholy event.” Preſent Truth, vol. ii. p. 49. 
Theſe things premiſed, I ſhall now conſider the con- 
demned parts of the ſermon. 

I am not called to anſwer the firſt part of the paper, 
relating to the commencement and expiration of the 1260 
days, of which the text ſpeaks. I ſubmit to my Fathers 
and Brethren who have favoured my poor ſermon with a 
reading, whether they could have wiſhed me, or it was 
poſſible for me, to give a preference to the one opinion 
with greater modeſty or deference. I can ſafely ſay, if 

I had my with, I could ſee Mr Durham and Mr Gib be- 
fore me, on every text from which I ſpeak in the pul- 
pit. But I would not engage, in every inſtance, to fol- 
low either the one or the other. 


It is only the laſt part of the paper I am required to 
anſwer. 


Now it is no ſmall ſatisfation to me, that I am called 
to ſpeak on a ſubject, my views of which all along have 
been ſteady and uniform. I have been difficulted about 
other things : But as to the merits of the controverſy 
between the Antiburghers and Burghers, I cannot fay I 
have had a doubt. I am perſuaded that, in the contro- 
verſy about the religious clauſe in the Burgeſs-oath, the 
Burghers loſt their way. When they, in concurrence with 
us, compoſed and publiſhed to the world a Teſtimony for 
the covenanted principles of the Church of Scotland, and 
a bond for the renovation of our Covenants in a manner 


correſponding 
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correſponding to our times and circumſtances, they put 
their hand to the plough. But when they undertook to 
defend a preſent ſwearing of the religious clauſe of the 
Burgeſs-oath, they began to look back; and have ſince 
drawn back. To learn the ſentiments of our modern 
Burghers, was one particular thing I had in view, in at- 
tending the meetings referred to. What J heard from 
them at theſe meetings, convinced me more than any 


thing I had read or heard, of the truly perplexed and be- 


wildered ſituation to which they had rendered them- 


& ſelves. They appeared truly ſolicitous to be in the right 


way ; but utterly at a loſs to know whether they were in 
it; and, if they were not in it, how to find it. I am fully 
ſatisfied, that an approbation of a preſent ſwearing the 
religious part of the Burgeſs-oath, carries in it a virtual 
renunciation of the Seceſſion- teſtimony. The very paſ- 
ſage Mr Gib quotes from Jeremiah's prophecy, had often 
recurred to my mind; eſpecially about the time of the 
foreſaid meetings ; and appeared to me [to] have in it a 
peculiar applicability to the preſent caſe. I do believe 
the Lord is beſpeaking us, in relation to our Burgher 
brethren, thus, Let them return unto thee, but return not 
thou unto them. Is Mr Gib, or any other member of Synod, 
now ſecretly ſayingz Can you. reconcile theſe ſentiments 
with the paſſages quoted from your ſermon? I anſwer, 
Whether theſe ſentiments and the quarrelled parts of 
my ſermon be conſiſtent, I leave the Reverend Synod to 
judge. But one thing I muſt ſay, both for myſelf and 
my ſermon ; ſo far * can recollect, I did not mean, in 
the ſermon, to contradict theſe ſentiments, or any one of 
them. This gives me occaſion to obſerve, that Mr Gib's 
interpretation of certain parts of my ſermon proceeds 
from a miſtake of my deſign in them. I did not at all in- 
tend, as he inſinuates, to give a general account, or a 
comprehenſive view of the controverſy in this Synod, 
about the religious clauſe of the Burgeſs-oath. I had 
two things mainly in view. Firſt, To point out the im- 
portance of diſtinguiſhing between the merits of the con- 
troverſy about the Burgeſs-oath, and the manner of con- 
ducting it. When I ſuppoſe that both parties might have 
a ſinful hand in it, I am far from thinking that both had 
an equally ſiuful hand in it, or that both erred in one re- 
ſpect. I have all along conſidered the Burghers as erring, 

not 
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not only in the manner of managing the controverſy, but 
in relation to the merits of the cauſe. That this Synod 
was altogether innocent in the manner of managing the 
matter, no member of it will preſume to ſay. In the 
ſecond place, I confidered the occaſion on which the ſer- 
mon was delivered, as of all others the fitteſt, for contra- 
dicting a motion [notion] which almoſt univerſally pre- 
vails among the Burghers; and appeared to me to reflect 
diſhonour on this Synod ;—-. e. That this Synod requires 
every perſon in connexion or communion with it, to ap- 
prove of all the ſteps taken in the caſe of their Burgher 
brethren ; particularly, their proceeding againſt them to 
the higher excommunication, Theſe are the things I 
had chiefly in view, in theſe parts of the ſermon my Re- 
verend Father is pleaſed to quote and condemn. Am I 
not intitled to a fair and candid hearing? And my ſermon 
to the molt favourable interpretawon my words will bear? 
When I ſuppoſe the one party, as well as the other, 
might have, in one reſpect or another, a ſinful hand in the 
controverſy, is it fair thence to infer, that I conſidered 
both parties as equally ſinful? Is it conſiſtent with other 
parts of my ſermon, to ſuppoſe this was my view? Does 
it at all comport with my profeſſion, or the place I occu- 
pied on that occaſion ? When I admit ſinful management 
on the part of this Synod, do I allow any more than the 
members of it, in a very ſolemn manner, confeſſed lon 

ago? I had faid, —© Admitting the Synod erred in the 
& matter of cenſuring their Burgher . brethren, why 
& ſhould this be improved to the diſadvantage of our 
& Teſtimony ?? The truly harſh interpretation my Reve- 
rend Father puts on theſe words, I forbear to tranſcribe. 
I ſhall only ſay, he ought to have laid greater ſtreſs, than 
he does, on the connexion in which. they are introduced. 
So far as I can recollect my ſentiments at the time of 
compoſing and delivering the ſermon, I only meant to 
make the ſuppoſition, in order that I might reaſon with 
our opponents on their own principles. If I had declined 
a correction offered by a member of Synod, it was becauſe 
I ſaw no neceſſity for it. As for the extent of the for- 
bearance the Reverend Synod can exerciſe towards. mem. 
bers that labour under difficulties in relation tq the ex- 
communication of the Burghers, the Synod can beſt aſcer- 
tain it. Whether it be conſiſtent for the Synod, to tole- 


rate 


Anſwer to the Lat Part of the Remonftrance. 39 


rate members that diſapprove of that meaſure, if any 
ſach be among us, the Synod itſelf muſt determine. T 
ſhall only fay, 1 did not mean either to juſtify or condemn 
it. My Reverend Father has formed different conjec- 
tures, to account for my fcruples in relation to it. But 
* he has not hit on the true reaſon of my heſitation, If 
I had the ſame view he has, of the nature and proper 
objects of the higher excommunication, I would not heli- 
tate, as I do, about the propriety of infliting it on the 
=> Burghers. 

One. paſſage of the ſermon Mr Gib has corrected, with 

eater juſtice than any thing yet mentioned. I had ſaid, 
* All that is required of us in relation to this contro- 
ce yerſy, in order to miniſterial communion with this Sy- 
X < nod, is, that we be ſatisfied in our conſciences concern- 
ing the deciſion of Synod in April 1746; finding the 

religious clauſe of ſome Burgeſs-oaths inconſiſtent with 
© the Teſtimony.” 1 ought to have added, © It is re- 
X *« quired of every miniſter and elder among us, at his or- 
dination, that he acknowledge and promiſe ſubjection 
X <« to the Aſſociate Synod, as preſently conſtituted, in a 
e way of teſtifying againſt the ſinful managements of the 
c prevailing party in the Synod, at ſome of the firſt diets 
ce of their meeting at Edinburgh in April 1747; appro- 
eving of, and purpoſing to adhere unto and maintain the 
& ſaid Teſtimony, in his ſtation and capacity.” But let 
any impartial perſon take the account I give, of what is 
required of us in order to miniſterial communion with 
this Synod, in connexion with other parts of my ſermon; 
and then ſay, whether, for my omitting an article, or part 
of an article of the formula, the charity which thinketh 
no evil could infer a diſaffection to the principles, or any 
part of the principles of the Synod. How I came to 
XZ omit the foregoing article of the formula, I will not at 
this diſtance of time poſitively ſay. I apprehend I had 
not, when I compoſed the ſermon, conſulted the formu- 
la. I had only, from my memory, inſerted what I took 
to be the radical or principal part of the article. An en- 
gagement to teſtify againſt the ſinful managements of the 
X prevailing party in April 1747, certainly follows of courſe 
from an approbation of the deciſion in April 1746. Of 
ene thing I am certain, —my omiſſion did not proceed 
from 
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from any objection I ever had to the omitted part of the 
formula. | 

Upon the whole, I take this opportunity to declare, 
that it is an attachment to the principles of this Synod 
that induces me to continue in connexion with it. I am 
for peace; and therefore, if this diſagreeable affair be 
proſecuted any farther, all the bad conſequences of it 
muſt be imputed to others, not to me. Juſtice to myſelf, 
and my poor ſermon, obliges me to inſiſt, that this ſhort 
vindication or apology for both be allowed a place in the 
miautes of Synod, 


(Sic fubſcribitur) 
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HE foregoing Anſwer or 'ApoLOGY conſiſts of two 
1 _ almoſt equal parts, the firſt of which is wholly ta- 
ken up in perſonal: abyſes.'and. invectives; and the other 
carries on the ſame ſtrain, in a tampering with the ſubje& 
of debate. 1 4 10% 4 56 


1. The Apologiſt has thought fit to treat me, through 
more than one half of his paper, with ſeveral groſs, yet 
unprovaked abuſes; He charges me with having com- 
mitted an inſult, not only to bim, but alſo to the Synod : With 
having allonued my zeal. to aperate in a manner calculated for 
neflecting diſbonour en the cauſe. I am ſo ſolicitous' to promote + 
With mot having a&ed con/efently, or as the Scripture direfts, 
in this affair + With committing things ſo inconſiſtent, 
that neither I, ar any other man, is able to recontile them : 
With having uſed him in ſuck a: manner, as doth imply a 
want of: common candour : With having been 'influenced-by 
imbibed. ſuſpicions of bis orthodoxy ; while I  crtdit every little 


flory I hear : And with ha ing been thus diſpoſed to pit the 


moſt unfavourable interpretation, a truly hanſb interpretation, 
on his 4words, ict - vi ; i 1 
For repelling the ſeveral imve&#ives, by Which he en- 
deavours to ſupport theſe abuſes, — the following Remarks 
are propoſed : ZE LE 
1. He inveighs againſt me as not having acta content + 
ly, or as the Scripture direct; in that I had delayed to 
bring any charge againſt his ſermon, though [Itheard it 
delivered, till three! years after wards, —yea till fwwo years 
and nine months after the publication of it: And in that, 
dur ing this /ong interval, I held acts of mmiſterial and 
Chriſtian communion with him; and that the very day pre- 


ceding that on which 1 impeached him, I ſat in Synod with 


him,—and voted for his - tranſportation from one congre- 
- F gation 


3 


42 Remarks on the foregoing Anſwer. 


gation to another. And he adds,“ Are theſe things 
« conſiſtent? Is Mr Gib, or any other man, able to re- 
* concile them?“ 1 
But he muſt have ſeen thefe things moſt eafily reron- 
cileable, even perfectly conſiſtent, without any occaſion 
for catechizing me after this manner; had he recollected 
what he heard, in the introduction of the paper which 1 
read before the Synod,—and what I had ſaid to himſelf, 
about ſix months before. And I ſhall now explain that 
matter a little further, Bode 
During his delivery of the ſermon, I was in my family 
ſeat ; where I had diſtinctly heard other ſpeakers” in the 
pulpit : But, from fome diilneſs. of hearing for ſeveral 
years, and the rapidity of his Ipeech,—I could not be ab- 
ſolutely certain about all the terms of any one fentence 
of an ordinary length, and had no knowledge of many 
ſentences which he uttered; fo little reaſon had he to 
appeal to me, that the ſermon “ is publiſhed almoſt word 
«& for word as it was delivered.“ I indeed took” up fo 
much of what he ſaid about Antichriſt's period, as gave 
me great offence : But I did. not hear what he faid about 
Synodical affairs in ſuch: a manner, as to form any poſi» 
tive judgment on that ſubje&. When come in to my 
houfe from the place of worſhip, and in the - preſence of 
ſeveral brethren, I expreſſed ſome diſſatisfaction at what 
J had heard, upon the: firſt of theſe: points; not being 
then eapable of remarking any thing on the other: And 
that point which gave me great offence in the time of 
hearing, did/net then make ſuch impreſſion upon me as 
might have produced any further effect. For I made no 
ſuppoſition of a future publication of the ſermon; and 
as vox emiſſa perit, words uttered are ſoon forgotten, —I 
imagined that, as to any effect, it would ſoorr become as 
if it had never been. Nor was I ſo ridiculous as to think 
that a diff:renee of ſentiments betwixt the preacher. and 
me, aboyt the method of calculating Antichriſt's period, 
(the only point in his ſermon which I then ſufficiently un- 
derſtood for matter of offence), might juſtly interfere 
with miniſterial and Chriſtian communion betwixt us! 
Neither have I ſo learned the nature of church- union, 
as to ſuppoſe, that even the preſent ſtate of matters be- 
twixt us might warrant a breach of that communion,— 
either in judicatory, or otherwiſe. iets News 
, c 


Remarks on the foregoing Anſwer. 4 1 


The ſermon having been publiſhed at above forty miles 
diſtance from me, I never ſaw it till ſome time after the 
meeting of Synod in Auguſt 1781. Whether I had ever 
befirs booed of the publication, I cannot now recollect; but 
am certain that I had never made any enquiry for it, when 
it was accidentally brought to my houſe in September that 
year, —upon which I ſoon peruſed it. On that, or the 
> next month, the author called for me; when I told him 
"> > how lately I had got his printed ſermon ; and. expreſſed 
to him my great diſſatisfaction with it, in all the matters 
1 of which I have ſince complained : And I poſitively told 
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him that, if I ſhould live till the next meeting of Synod, 
I wonld find myſelf obliged to take a public notice of it 
before them. What I particularly found fault with was, 
= the general declaration on the title-page, ef its having 
3 been publiſhed by deſire ; and, upon enquiry, he named one 
brother to me, as the only perſon meant. 
It is thus moſt evident, that I made no avoidable de- 
lay about complaining of the ſermon ; that I complained 
3 of it to himſelf, as ſoon as I was capable of doing ſo :. 
And that I embraced the very firſt opportunity which I 


got for complaining of it to the Synod, in May 1782. 
And ſo great was my averſion from a public controver- 
y on this ſubject, that, ſo far as I can now recollect, no 


other conſiderations then upon my mind could have pre- 
XX vailed to engage me in it,—but from the notification in 
== *capitals on the title-page of the ſermon, that it was Pus- 
** LISHED BY DESIRE.—No reader could imagine, that the 
daeeſire of only one perſon was meant: But every reader 
 - muſt ſuppoſe, that it meant the deſire of hearers ; and 
2X mult naturally conclude, that the publication was by de- 
ſire of the members of the Synod, to whom eſpecially the 
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3 ſermon was preached,—the notification being ſo wide as 
x might include them all. And what conſtruction could this 
naturally bear, among ſuch as have no accefs to know bet- 
ter; or what conclulion might well be drawn from it, 
by ſuch as may peruſe the ſermon when we are all off 
4 the ſtage ? I hey could not rationally miſs to take it as a 
certain evidence concerning many members of the Synod, 


and as (at leaſt) a ſtrong preſumption concerning them 
all, —not only that they had then gone over into the Epiſ- 
 X _ copalian and viſionary ſcheme about the leading prophe- 
== cies of the Revelation; but alſo that they had gone into 
a ſtate of apoſtaly, with regard to their former con- 

| | tendings 
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tendings for the cauſe of God among their hands. 
This conſideration ſtruck me ſo deep, that I could not 
excuſe myſelf from applying the beſt antidote in my power 
againſt theſe obvious and defamatory concluſions. ; 

2. Re inveighs againſt me, as if I had interpreted cer- 
tain paſſages of his ſermon,—not ingenuouſly, according 
to what I found expreſted there; but as inuenced by ſu/- 
picions of his orthodoxy, which I had otherwiſe imbibed. 
Yet I have put no interpretation upon any of theſe paſ- 


ſages, but ſuch as the words muſt naturally bear ; which - 


alſo he has not yet pretended to correct: And I neither 
needed nor entertained any thing concerning him in my 
mind, for influencing that interpretation, but what neceſ- 
ſarily aroſe from the words themſelves. 

He has extracted the above reproach, from what he 
calls © the oblique hint at ſome late meetings between 
« the Antiburghers * and Burghers * in the ſouth of 
e Scotland, at two of which he was preſent.” And a 
very oblique foundation this was, for the far-fetched in- 
ference which he draws from it: That, when I occa- 
ſionally mentioned ſome projects of coaleſcence in theſe 
meetings, I added, «© with which ſome miniſters of 
« this Synod are particularly acquainted.” But no bet- 
ter foundation could be got, for the charge of diſinge- 
nuity now laid againſt me. | | 

He indeed gave me a general account of this affair, as 
what he had been put upon by ſome of his people ; and 
repreſented an advantage which he had gained at theſe 
meetings,—in ſeeing, more clearly than ever before, that 
the Burghers are not Seceders.—But it would ſeem, ac- 
cording to him, that I have been ſo inconſiſtent, as never 
to have told him that I was diſſatisfied with his attendance 
upon or conduct at theſe meetings; though I had repeat- 
ed opportunities for doing ſo. If he means, that I did 
not enter into any controverſy or quarrelling with him 
upon that ſubject; it is true: For, when I compared it 
with what 1 had then lately read in his ſermon, —I rec- 
koned the matter too public and extenſive, for being ad- 
juſted in any private diſcuſſion betwixt him and me. Yet 


he 


There is now a neceſſity for uſing theſe terms of denomination, in 
order to a being readily underſtood without circumlocutions; though they 
were originally a fort of nicknames impoſed upon the parties, not aſſu- 
med by them. They might be more properly diſtinguiſhed by the charac- 
ters of Seceders and Receders, 
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Remarks on the foregoing Anſwers, us 


he might have taken it as a' ſignifying of diſſatis faction, 
when I objected to him, concerning the propoſals on both 
ſides for a coaleſcence which he gave me an account of. 
that theſe abſtracted from all regard to the Synod's con. 


* 


WM tendings in the caſe of their ſeparating brethren, on and 
ever ſince the gih of April 1747. | 


bh count of the Burghers, as any way belonging to his pre- 
* ſent controverſy with me: For I will heartily acquieſce 
in every thing that can be ſaid to their advantage, con- 


X ſiſtently with truth. But I ſuppoſe he needs not expect 


He had no occaſion for bringing in his favourable ac- 


much thanks from them, when he repreſents them as 
quite unſettled, and void of confidence in their way ; by 
his ſaying, —-* They appeared truly ſolicitous to be in 
& the right way, but utterly at a loſs to know whether 
% they were in it; and, if they were not, how to 
& find it.“ | 

According to his own account, the Conſtitution of our 
Synod was not mentioned ; and ſo, an acknowledgement 
of it had no place among his propoſals for a coaleſcence, 
at any of the aforeſaid meetings. But it is truly aſtoniſh> 
ing, that he ſhould ſay; © I would have refuſed to be 
« preſent, or to act at any meeting that would not have 
« admitted it.” For he certainly never did, nor can 
find any one Burgher, really of that denomination, Who 
would admit of the ſaid conſtitution ; as this could not 
but mean a giving up with the preſent ſtate of their own 
religious profeſſion : And it is well known, that they 
maintain a profeſſed adherence to their Synod's act of 
nullity about the conſtitution of ours. 

But it is not my preſent buſineſs, to enter into a parti. 
cular conlideration of the unfair dealing which the Seceſ- 
ſion-Teſtimony has met with, though without the propo- 
ſed effect; in ſome other late, coaleſcence-· meetings, held 
by ſome miniſters of both communions, —all originating 
from the Apologiſt's example. | 

3- He inveighs againſt me, as having attacked him in 
an indirect manner ; ** Why (ſays he) does not Mr Gib 
name me?” But my defence in this matter, whatever 
it may be to any others, continues quite ſatisfying to my- 
ſelf.— Without naming the preacher, J ſpecited the ſer- 
non complained of; as having been preached at the open- 
ing of the Synod in April 1779; by their laſt moderator : 
And this was no attacking of him in an indirect manner 3 

it * 
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if that ſhould mean a leaving any way in the dark, whe 
was the preacher meant. But I did not name him, be. 


cauſe HE was not my object. The Synod might call him 


to an account for his ſermon, if they thought it proper to 
do ſo: Yet 1 did not mean to yndertake any proceſs 
againſt him on that ſubject. The SERMON only was my 
object: And it would have been all the ſame to me, with 


regard to my complaining of the ſermon ; whether the 


preacher was ſtill alive, or in the houſe appointed for all 
living.— This was the reaſon why I left a ant for his 
name, when writing over the title of his ſermon. And 
as | apprehend that his name can bear no honourable 
mention in this cauſe, I ſtill chooſe that no notification of 
it ſhould be made by me: Wherefore I have left a blank 
for his /ub/cription of his apology ; and blanks for his name, 
in the copy of the Synodical minute concerning it. 

4. I am very ſingularly inveighed againſt, in the fol- 
lowing words, viz. © One thing eſpecially aſtoniſhed me: 
„% My Reverend Father read in Synod a long paper, con- 
« taining a number of charges againſt me, and ab/e/utely 
4c refuſed to let me fee it; that I might either confeſs the 
« doctrinal errors with which he charges me, or repel 
ce the charges he brings againſt me. Is this conform to 
ce the practice of any impartial court, civil or eccleſiaſtic ? 
& If this be admitted as a precedent, what muſt the con- 
ce fequence be?” And, upon this head, he appeals to 
my “ feelings, —as a man, as a Chriſtian, as a miniſter.” 

It is not very eaſy to abſtain from ſevere language, in 
repelling the above ſtory : But the reader ſhall be left 
to his own reflections upon it, after being informed how 
the caſe really ſtands. 

In the cloſe of the paper referred to, I craved that 
the whole, or at leaſt the laſt part of it, ſhould be allow, 
ed a place in the records of the Synod. In oppoſition ta 
this, it was urged by ſeverals,—that I ſhould put the 
paper, or a copy of it, into the preacher's hand ; for his 


making an anſwer to it, or what defences he ſhould think 


proper. This indeed I abſolutely refuſed ; as T could not 
fly debaſed, into the ſtate 


allow the matter to be injuriou 
of a private or perſonal cauſe betwixt him and me. But 
I told, that he could ſoon have from the Synod—an ex- 
tract of the whole, or ſuch part of it as they ſhould allow 
to be recorded: Or that, if this ſhould be thought more 
proper,—I would let him, among others, have the whole 
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of it in print; and that with all 
Such is the fair part which I then acted, inſtead of the 
fictitious patt which is ſo boldly appealed to my feelings; 
and which, indeed, could hardly have got too bad a 


47 


practicable expedition. 


name. And as I could: not allow that the public cauſe, 
for which I was pleading, ſhould be taken down into a 
debate before the Synod as a private or perſonal cauſe 
betwixt him and me; I have likewiſe reſolved, for rea- 
ſons which are to me more than ſufficient, -that I will 


. not enter into any debate with him at that bar, about the 


perſonal cauſe of thoſe abuſes which he has now commit. 


7 ted upon me: While I can ſee no effectual method of de- 


fence remaining for me, in this caſe, but that which I 
now take. | | 

5. I. am» inveighed againſt, as having acted ſo unwar- 
rantably in this whole affair, committing an inſult to the 
Synod and him, — that it is ſubmitted to myſelf, for ſelf. 
condemnation z whether, after all I have read, I can pro- 
duce from the records of any well regulated church, a prece- 
dent for it, or a ſtep parallel to it, all circumſtances conſidered. 
But a declaiming againſt the equity of any meaſure, from 
the topic of uninſpired precedents or parallels, without 
any direct evidence of its iniquity,—can only ſerve the 
purpoſe of defamation. - And nothing ever had a prece- 
dent or parallel, all circumſtances conſidered ; for every 
caſe muſt have fome peculiar circumſtances belonging to 
it: While we have as good a right to make precedents, 
in obeying the calls of our providential circumſtances, as 
any fallible men who went before us. Let if the Synad 
had, as General Aſſemblies, a Committee for purity of 
d&Hrine; or one for acting in the Church, like Grand Ju- 
ies in the State, - making a preſentment, when they think 
fit, of public faults or grievances : There might be, fome 
reaſon, for alleging, that the complaint about the ſermon 
ſhould have originated in ſuch a Committee. But, accord - 
ing to our ſituation, every one was left, in the preſent 
cale, to take the courſe which he ſhould think proper 
for delivering his on ſoul. After all, can there be any 
want, or yet can there be any need of precedents or pa- 
rallels, — for eſſay ing to be valiant for the truth upon the 
earth, for holding that faſt which we have for taking the 
firſt opportunity, of endeavouring to check a falling from 
aur Wn ac e ? Or may it be declaimed againſt as 
unprecedented, unparalleled, that a member of Synod 

| endeayoured 
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endeavoured ta put his brethren upon a neceſſary vindl. 
cation of a public. cauſe, which could not be honeſtly 
Jhufiled over into a perſonal cauſe of any one? When the 
Apologiſt ſhalt find a worthy precedent or parallel, of a 
Synod being opened by a ſermon—containing a DETAMaA- 
TION of the characteriſtical ground of their Synodical exiſt. 
erice; it will then be ſoon enough for him to declaim, in 
his preſent manner, againſt fo much as ane finding fault 
with ſuch conduct, | aiich 

But he reckons! my conduct, in this matter, ſo unwar. 
rantable, — that (ſays he) „“ the Synod appeared to me 
6% to loſe their way, in allowing Mr Gib to introduce this 
& affair in the manner he choſe to do it.“ Let how can 
they be ſuppoſed to have 4% their wway, in the preſent 
caſe ; when the way which they took was the only, way 
which they could take,—confiſtently with the nal of 
the Court, and the unqueſtionable right of members? 
Common order requires that a member, who has any thing 
new to propoſe, ſhould not bring it forth in the midſt of 
other buſineſs; that he thould do ſo, at the opening of a 


 federunt, or in the interval of other cauſes: Or that, if 


the hearing which he wants may be of ſome conſiderable 
length, he ſhould deſire a time to be. ſet for it. This 


was what I ſought and obtained: And I did not ſeek it 1 


as a matter of favour, but of right while the Synod had 
no juſt power, to refuſe a granting of my defire.— Ac» 
cording tothe eſſential freedom of the Court, every mem- 
ber is entitled to a hearing, in the order which has been 
mentioned, upon whatever he may have to propoſe. He 


cannot be: confined, in his ſpeaking, to a cauſe already 


tabled; nor can he be obliged: to tell in the firſt place, 
what cauſe he deſigns to propoſe and ſpeak upon. When 
once he is heard, the Synod may entertain or repel: what 
he has ſaid, as they ſhall ſee cauſe; yet a hearing, with« 
out any previous limitation, they cannot refuſe him, but 
at the expence of forfeiting their character: While a 


member would be betraying his unalienable privilege, ian 


ſubmitting to ſuch a reſtraint upon his freedom of ſpeech. 
In the Britiſh Houſe of Commons (whoſe freedom is not 
greater than that of the Synod ſhould be) every member 
is at liberty, when not interrupting other buſineſs, to 
ſland up in his place, and call the attention of the Houſe 
to whatever he thinks proper; ſo that a refuſing to hear 


him would be conſidered as ſubverſive of their Conſtitu- 
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tion.—And thus the Apo/ogift had no reaſon to apologize, 
from his peculiar circumſtances, for his not having oppo. 
fed, in another manner than he did, what he calls my 
extraordinary requiſition : Nor has He ever been conſidered 
as of ſufficient Ignorance and Effrontery, for ſetting up his 
face to make and maintain an oppoſition to ſuch abſolute 
freedom of ſpeech. 

But while he ſuppoſes the Synod to have loſt their 


1 way, in allowing me to be heard; I ſhall leave it to the 
> reflections of thoſe who carried a recording of this paper, 
= —whether or not they have loſt their way: when defiling 


their minutes by ſuch a defamatory paper ; ſo much made 
up of perſonal abuſes and invectives, which are of no con- 
cern to the cauſe before the Synod, —but as ſerving to 
wound it through my ſides : While I am thereby repre- 
ſented, and now recorded in the minutes of the Synod, 
even as one under a want of common candour ; that is, a 
want of common ingenuity or purity of mind, —which means 
an unworthineſs for being owned, either as a miniſter or 
church-member. * 


II. The Apolegif proceeds, in the ſecond half of his 
paper, while carrying on the ſame abuſive and invective 
ſtrain as in the firſt, to tamper a little with the ſubject 
of debate. 

As to the firſt part of my paper, about the commence. 
ment of Antichriſt's twelve hundred and ſixty days; “ I 
« ſubmit (ſays he) to my Fathers and Brethren, - whether 
* they could have wiſhed me, or it was poſſible for me, 


== © to give a preference to the one opinion with greater 
= © modeſty and deference.” But there is a difference be- 
== twixt modeſty and gloſſineſs of language; while the al. 
leged modeſty plainly amounts to no more,—than a man- 


nerly way of ſtepping up to take his place, among thoſe 
whom he abſolutely calls the 5% Expoſetors: and it mat. 
ters not, with whatever deference the one opinion is pre- 
ferred ; when the preference is abſolute. As to the 
laſt part of my paper, he ſhould not have ſaid, that he 
was called or required to anſwer it; while he was only al- 
trwed to do ſo. More particularly, 

1//, After all other things which he mentions, he adds; 
* One paſſage of the ſermon Mr Gib has corrected, with 
greater juſtice than any thing yet mentioned :” That 
is, according to his account of matters, with greater ju- 


G ſtice 
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ſtice than none at all. What I had corrected was, his ſet- 
ting forth all that is required of us for miniſterial and Chri- 
ſtian communion, in relation to the controverſy. with the ſe- 
parating brethren,—as nothing more than an approving of 
the Synod's deciſion in April 1746, concerning the religi- 
ous clauſe of ſome burgeſs-oaths : Omitting a molt materi- 
al part of the ſame article in the Formula; which requires, 
concerning the ſinful management of theſe brethren in 
April 1747, that there be a profeſſed approbation of, and 
adherence unto the Teſtimony then made and maintained 
againſt it. This omiſſion he takes with, as what he can- 
not now account for ; further than as it may be charge. 
able upon a very ſtrange defect of his memory,—in com- 
poſing and preaching his ſermon, and getting it tranſcri- 
bed for the preſs! That the omiſſion did not proceed 
* from any ohjection to the omitted part,“ is what can- 
not poſſibly be reconciled with his view of the breach in 
the ynod. 

But it is very odd for him to pretend, that an engage- 
& ment to teſtify againſt the ſinful management of the 
% prevailing party in April 1747, certainly follows of 
* courſe, from an approbation of the deciſion in April 17 46.” 
For it is moſt certain, and certainly appeared in coaleſ. 
cence-meetings,—that multitudes will give way to the ap- 
probation in = one caſe ; while reſolutely ſet againſt the 
engagement in the other. And who is more ſet in oppoſi- 
tion to that engagement for teſtifying againſt the ſaid ſin- 
ful management in April 1747, than a ſurviver of the 
ſeparating brethren ;. who yet is ſatisfied with the deciſion 
in April 1746, - having ſoon profeſſed ſorrow for, and 
retracted his proteſtation againſt it? An alleging that 
one of theſe things certainly follows 15 courſe from the 
other, ſerves a preſent purpoſe of apology; but whatever 
it ſhould do, its actually doing ſo, is quite contrary to a 
very general truth of facts. As matters have always gone, 
and are ſtill further going, — ſatisfaction with the Stand 
which was made for the Seceſſion-teſtimony in April 1746, 
will by nomeans infer ſatisfaction with the Stand which was 
made for it in April 1747. And may ordination-vows 
continue to ſecure the inference! But a refuſal of having 
had © any objection to the omitted part”? of the foreſaid 
article in the Formula, cannot be a ſufficient apology for 
preaching and printing down the real import of it; being 
proteftatio contraria fatto, 4 
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And any appearance of juſtice, in my correQing of the 
ſaid omiſſion, is ſoon waſhed quite away: By ſuppoſin 
me to infer from it, what no impartial perſon, having the 
charity which thinketh no evil, could infer. And what is 
this? It is © a diſaffection (on his part) to the princi- 
« ples, or any part of the principles of the Synod !“ But 
ſach an inference from his omiſſion I never made; and it 
never entered into my mind to make it, as will be further 
explained in a little. 

2dly, He had ſaid, —** Admitting this Synod erred in 
«the matter of cenſuring the Burgher-brethren, why 
« ſhould this be urged or improved to the diſadvantage 
« of our Teſtimony ?* And he now ſays,.—“ The tru- 
c ly harſh interpretation my Reverend Father puts on 
« theſe words, I forbear to tranſcribe.” But why? Is 
it of ſuch profane harſhneſs, as does not become a ſober 
perſon to repeat? Or rather, did pot this way of ſpeak- 
ing about it, ſerve a purpoſe for giving a very bad opi- 
nion of it, to make it be ſuppoſed a deal worſe than 
it is ; while many heard him in September, who did not 
hear me in May 1782?—But, if the reader is pleaſed to look 
back on that alleged truly harſh interpretation, he will find 
it amounting to no more than this; — that the above paſ- 
ſage of the ſermon admits the Synod to have erred, in 
the inflicting of thoſe cenſures meant; that their adver- 
ſaries are thereby fully allowed to judge ſo ; that, accord- 
ing to the contexture of the other quotations made along 
with it, the preacher evidently favoured this judgment : 
And that this was further evident, from his having refu- 
ſed (which he does not deny) to admit of a propoſed al- 
teration in the manuſcript of the ſermon before it was 
preached ; that inſtead of admitting this Synod erred, it 
ſhould run, —ſuppaſing, but not granting this Synod erred ; 
while this was all the ſuppoſition r for reaſonin 
with opponents on their own principles. The brother 
who propoſed that alteration, ſaw a neceſſity for it; but 
the preacher, it ſeems, ſaw none, according to the 


ſcheme which he was upon. And it is now referred to 


every impartial reader, if the ſaid interpretation contains 
any thing more than the mere import of the paſſage inter- 
preted ; ascompared with other quotations at the ſame time 
made fromthe ſermon, and particularly, with the ſaid refu- 
ſal: Andif any one word of the connexion in which the pal + 
{age is introduced, has any tendency to mitigate that inter- 
G 2 pretation. 
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retation. But nothing more is neceſſary for eſta bliſh- 
ing the juſtneſs of it, than that the Apologiſt has not of- 
fered to diſprove or contradict it, in any one article, 
not finding it conſiſtent with his ſcheme to do ſo; which 
appears to have been his chief reaſon for not tranſcribing 
it. The interpretation is not alleged to be falſe; and as 
to any pretended har/hneſs of it, I have no taſte for 
ſmoothings which do not conſiſt with plain Engliſh ;—I 
muſt be allowed to ſay, that black is black. And it is a 
matter of melancholy conſideration, that the character of 
the Synod, as to their proceedings in this caſe, ſhould be 
blaſted, —by ſuch pitiful ſhuffling and ſhifting. | 
I have not any occaſion here, for a particular reaſon- 
ing about the cenſures referred to; or what of them 1s 
mainly levelled at, the Higher Excommunication,—In ge- 
neral, he means not either to juſtify or condemn it ; but 
conſiders it as to be out of the queſtion, in our controverſy 
with the Burghers. And ſo, the appearance which the 
Synod was enabled to make thereby, for the Teſtimony 
among their hands, and the credit of that divine ordi- 
nance,—ſhould be left to {ink into oblivion, | 
He obſerves, that, among different conjectures which 
I had formed, I had not hit on the true reaſon of his heſi- 
tation. Yet, according to any ſignification which he 
makes of that true reaſon, it muſtlie in his diſagreeing to the 
latter part of my conjecture upon the head of incompetency. 
All the ſignification which he makes of it, lies in theſe 
words; © If J had the ſame view he has, of the nature 
and proper objects of the Higher Excommunication, I 
« would not heſitate as I do, about the propriety of in- 
«« flicting it on the Burghers.” Now, I had plainly told 
my view of that matter : But he is not pleaſed to tell 
his; further than as it muſt be ſuppoſed contrary to mine. 
And the contrary view can only be,—that brethren, though 
contumacious in a ſtate of moſt ſcandalous iniquity, are 
not proper objects of this cenſure ; if they have been emi- 
nent and uſeful, if they be great and good or gracious : Be- 
ing a cenſure interfering with their intereſt in the inviſible 
church. And if this be his view,—if that cenſure is to 
proceed upon a judgment about the gracious and myſtical 
{tate of brethren, about which we cannot judge; the 
controverſy is thus, upon the matter, thrown overboard, 
into a bottomleſs ocean of abſurdity and nonſenſe, 
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' 3dly, The principal matter of the preſent debate; is,— 
me Breach of the Aſſociate Synod, on the gth day of April 
1747. And with reſpect to this, 

= 1. The Apologilt is pleaſed to twit me with an aſto- 
ZZ niſhed and aſtoniſhing queſtion, which the reader may try 
do reconcile with ingenuity and diſcretion : “ Strange! 
„ does Mr Gib think it was a happy breach, a joyful diſ- 
4 penſation, a deſirable event?“ He puts this queſtion, 
upon account of my having found fault with him, — for 
calling it © an unhappy rupture, a mournfal diſpenſation, 
8 a diſmal event.” From this he infers the above mani- 
feſt reproach; as if I now thought it happy, joyful, de- 
X frrable, *“ Certain I am, (ſays he), he did not always 
3 « think ſo;”” which imports, that I now think ſo. And 
where does he find a ground for that certainty ? In this; 
*X that, by a publication which I made ſome years ago, I 
"= deſigned it “ that melancholy event.” But he needed 
not to have gone ſo far back, for a ground of that cer- 
= tainty ; becauſe, in the very paper which he is now an- 
1 ſwering, I had ſaid,.—“ very unhappy, diſmal, mournful, 
XX © lamentable things accompanied the ſaid rupture.“ 
And he had no reaſon to ſuppoſe, that I conſider the 
XX courſe then taken by the ſeparating brethren,—as happy, 
Joyful, deſirable ! Though I cannot, with him, include like- 
wiſe the courſe then taken by thoſe on the other ſide, — 
under the characters of unhappy, mournful, diſmal ! 

2. He ſays; © When I admit ſinful management on 
ce the part of this Synod, do I allow any more than the 
= © members of it, in a very ſolemn manner, confeſſed lon 
XX *© ago?” And it is true, that they ſolemnly confeſſed 
& 4inful failings, in their manner of contending againſt the 
courſe of the-ſeparating brethren : While no ſinful men 
ever did any good thing, without ſome reaſon for ſuch 
confeſſion reſpecting it. But they never confeſſed, with 
regard to the matter of this contending, what the ſermon 
teaches ; that it was an evil which they were left to fall 
into, as a ſtumbling block for a judicial hardening of the 
generation,—objects of the Lord's diſſatisfaction, in that 
whole matter ! 

3. I am attacked with a grievous outcry, about my in- 
terpretation of thoſe paſſages in his ſermon which I found 
fault with: As if I had put a conſtruction upon his words, 
which he cannot yet ſee that they will admit of, [ What he 
upbraids me with, in this matter, about many of the moſ# 
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intelligent of his Pathers and Brethren, exceeds my compre- 
henſion; for I was not pretending to find hidden miftaker, 
but was complaining of open miſrepreſentationt, in the part 
of his ſermon referred to: And theſe whom he means 
could therefore have no room for an exerciſe of penetra- 
tion about the former, but for honeſty of behaviour about 


the latter; their ſuppoſed want of which, I leave to a dif. 


cuſſion betwixt him and them. “ Mr Gib (ſays he) was 
te diſpoſed to put the moſt unfavourable interpretation on 
&« my words.” And he puts a queſtion, meaning a ſtrong 
affirmation, —** Does not his interpretation of the paſſa- 
& ges of the ſermon, on which he founds his charges 
© apainſt me, imply a want of common candour ?” He 
adds,“ Am I not entitled to a fair and candid hearing, 
c and my ſermon to the moſt favourable interpretation 
« my words will bear?“ And he, with his ſermon, cer- 
tainly are ſo; but it remains, and will ever remain to be 
proved,—that I have committed any breach of their pri- 
vilege in that matter. | | 
The whole ground, beſide what has been conſidered, 
upon which he founds the ſaid accuſations, is referred to 
in theſe words: © Mr Gib's interpretation of certain 
© parts of my ſermon, proceeds from a miſtake of my de- 
« ſign in them.” - And where lies the pretended miſtake ? 
In what is immediately ſubjained ; “ I did not at all in- 
© tend, as he infinuates, - to give a general account, or a 
& comprehenſive view of the controverſy in this Synod, 
t about the religious clauſe of the Burgeſs- oath. But 
as I never imagined, ſo I never inſinuated, nor ever gave 
the remoteſt occaſion for ſuppoſing that I inſinuated fuch 


a thing: And let any judge then, on which ſide the miſtake 


lies. 

With regard to a quotation which I made from his ſer. 
mon, I ſaid ; “Such is the view given, as a comprehen- 
1 five view of the whole affair.” But of what affair? 
The only affair which has any appearance of being refer- 
red to by theſe words, is the affair of the breach in the 
Aſſociate Synod. I did not pretend that, in the quota- 
tion which I ſo interpreted, he was giving any account, 
any view at all, of the controverſy about the religious 
clauſe of the Burgeſs oath : And I did not ſuppoſe, that 
there. was any controverſy betwixt him and me about that 
clauſe, - or about the deciſion concerning it in April 
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But he ſays not one word againſt the fairneſs of my in- 
terpretation; that the ſaid quotation . gives a view, as 
« a comprehenſive view of the whole affair” of the 
breach in the Synod, according to his notion of it: So 


X comprehenſive, — that all particulars on that ſubject, muſt 
de underſtood as comprehended in the generals there ex. 
preſſed. And the account, the view which he there gives 

of that matter, cannot be otherwiſe underſtood than as 
ſo general and comprehenſive,—according to any prin» 
= ciples of common ſenſe. He does not yet deny it. And 
may I be declaimed againſt, as dealing in a “' moſt un- 
4 favourable interpretation,” under “ a. want of com- 


% mon candour ;? becauſe I take his words in the only 
ſenſe which they can naturally bear,—and which, through 
his whole apology, he never controverts ? 

According to him, the whole conduct of both parties, 
in the affair of the ſaid breach, falls under the character 
of /infiulneſs : But, ſays be,—* When I ſuppoſe the one 
« party, as well as the other, might have, in one reſpect 
« or another, a ſinful hand in the controverſy ; is it fair 
« thence to infer, that I conſidered both parties as equal- 
« ly ſinful?“ And who inferred this? I never did, nor 
appeared to do ſo. I had inferred that, according to 
him —it was“ an evil which both parties were equally 
&« left to fall into; equally ſuppoſed to have a ſinful hand 
« in the whole:” And the equality which I mentioned, 
plainly meant the whole of the conduct of each party, as 
ſuppoſed to have been ſinful. But as to an equality of 
the /infulneſs, I ſaid not a word: I leave it to an infinite» 


ly higher Judge, to make a comparative eſtimate of ſins ; 


as to what they are in themſelves, and by reaſon of ſes 
veral aggravations. W | 
4. I had in view (ſays he) to point out the import. 
« ance of diſtinguiſhing between the merits of the contro. 
« verly about the Burgeſs-oath, and the manner of conduct. 
e ing it.“ And there is, no doubt, a great importance of diſtin. 
guiſhing between a good cauſe and the managements con- 
cerning it; ſothat a diſapproving of ſome things amiſs in the 
latter, may not be ſuffered to interfere with a maintain. 
ing of the former. But, according to his view of diſtin. 
guithing between theſe things, while the Synod is allow. 
ed to be right as to the merits of the controverſy ; both ſides 
are conſidered as wholly wrong, with regard to the man- 
ner conducting it. He is © far from thinking, that both 
b % had 
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& had an equally ſinful hand in it, or that both erred in 
© one reſpe&t:” No; he“ conſiders the Burghers as 
ce erring, not only in the manner of managing the con- 
© troverſy, but in relation to the ,merits of the cauſe.” 
Yet ſtill he takes no notice of any other difference be- 
tween the parties; of any other than a /inful hand, of 
any thing better than erring in the caſe of the other par- 
ty,—as to their manner of managing the controverſy.— 
And while he does not acknowledge them as having been 
any way innocent in their manner of managing, he con- 
cludes bis view with this inſipid off- come; ** that this Sy- 
„ nod was altogether innocent, in the manner of managing 
« the matter, no member of it will preſume to ſay.” 
Certainly none will. But they have to ſay, that they ob- 
tained mercy of the Lord to be faithful in that buſineſs ; a 
ſay, for which the Apologiſt's view of matters leaves no 
room. | | 

5. The Apologiſt is at a deal of pains to defend his 
orthodoxy, where I had never, directly or indirectly, made 
any attack upon it. This idle defence he makes over and 
over: © had not the remoteſt thought (ſays he) of ad- 
e vancing one ſentiment oppoſite to the principles of this 
«© Synod ; with which, particularly in relation to the con- 
c troverſy with the Burghers, I am fully fatisfed ;— 
« as to the merits of the controverſy, I. cannot ſay I 
* have had a doubt ;—neither am I conſcious of yielding 
% any one of our principles, at theſe meetings“ with the 
Burghers ;—* it is an attachment to the principles of this 
« Synod, that induces me to continue in connexion with 
« it.” And I never ſuſpected any thing to the contrary ; 
I never gave him the ſmalleſt occaſion to ſuppoſe, that I 
had imbibed ſuſpicions of his orthodoxy in that matter : I ne- 


. ver inferred, or ſeemed to infer (as he pretends) from 


any parts of his ſermon,—that he had a diſaffefion to 
the principles, or any part of the principles of the Synod ; par- 
ticularly in their deciſion of April 1746, about ſome Bur- 
geſs-oaths, But, after making an amplified profeſſion 
of his ſentiments concerning the Burghers, as having /off 
their way in the controverſy about the religious clauſe in the 
burgeſs oath ; he adds: “ Is Mr Gib, or any other mem. 
«© ber of Synod, now ſecretly ſaying ; can you reconcile 
t theſe ſentiments with the paſſages quoted from your ſer- 
«© mon?” Yet no perſon of common ſenſe could either 
openly or ſecretly ſay, or even imagine, — that theſe how 
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have even the ſmalleſt appearance of inconſiſtency, for 
affording any buſineſs about reconciling them. He, how 

ever, anſwers; Whether theſe ſentiments and the quar- 
c relled parts of my ſermon be conliſtent, I leave the 
ce Reverend Synod to judge: But one thing 1 muſt ſay, 
ce both for myſelf and my ſermon ; ſo far as I can recol- 
ce lect, I did not mean, in the ſermon, to contr adict theſe 
ce ſentiments, or any one of them.” And who ſays, or 


ſuppoſes, that he did? 


Why, then, all this unoctaſioned and impertinent apolo- 
gy ? I will not charge him with a deceitful intention, ſo 
Jong as I can ſuppoſe a moſt unaccountable inattention. 
But I will charge his apology with a moſt deceitful tenden 
cy,—to impoſe upon the Synod, upon hearers and readers 
of it ; by ſhuffling out, or keeping the thumb upon the 
true ſubject of debate, — and buffing into its place, ano 
ther ſubject which was never controverted betwixt us.— 
The preſent controverſy betwixt him and me is not about 
principles, but about practices; not about any preſent Doc 
zrines, but about ſome pa Doings: Some happy facts, con- 
cerning the melancholy breach of the Aſſociate Synod in 
April 1747. The ſermon gives a general view of that 


breach; which he doth not refuſe to be a comprehenſiue 
view of the whole affair, according to his apprehenſion of 


it: And I had interpreted the ſame, as meaning,—that 
thereby his whole affair, concerning the Synod, is ſet forth 
under very black characters; by "which the memory of the 


; Lord's great goodneſs on that occaſion is blatted out, 


Now, he makes not the ſmalleſt attempt to correct my 
ſaid interpretation. After all the occaſion which I had 


9 given to him, and all the further conſideration which he 


as taken of this affair, —it is to be remarked, as very RE- 
MARKABLE ; that he has not yet one good thing to ſay, of 
what the Lord did, and enabled his ſervants to do, on the 
ſaid occaſion, — for ſupporting their Synodical ſtate, and 
the Seceſſion- teſtimony among their hands: He has not 
one good word to beſtow on that ſubje& ; but {till leaves all 
to be conſidered as ſinful on man's part, and judicial on 


God's, —acknowledging no difference between the oppo- 


lite parties, but as to degrees of ſinfulneſs in their conduct: 
Amidſt all profeſſions of orthodoxy in an attachment to 
the principles of the Synod, he takes care not to let one 
word drop in favours of the ſaid praiſe-worthy procedure; 
— which can mean mans: 2 of a ſettled A to 
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have the reputation of it ſunk. Thus, after all his out. 
cry againſt me, about want of common candour, and moſt un- 


 fawourable interpretation; inſtead of pretending to give the 
ſmalleſt reaſon for theſe heavy charges, he has fully juſti- 


fied the whole conſtruction which I had put upon his words: 
Neither alleging any falſehood of my interpretation ; nor 
offering any more favourable interpretation that he could 
have wiſhed me to make “. CO LA 

It is a ſtrange way of doing, to profeſs a connexion 
with the Synod from an attachment to their principles ; 
and yet to defame their memorable procedure on the gth 
of April 1747, — through which only the true Aſſociate 
Synod, and their ſupport of thoſe principles, come to have 
a ſtanding and preſent exiſtence. Ir is as if one ſhould 
profeſs an attachment to all the good principles in the 
ſtandards of the Proteſtant Churches ; and yet defame all 
the great doings of God and men, by which the erection 
and maintenance of theſe ſtandards has been brought 
about in the Reformation from Popery, —becauſe of the 
many diſmal things which accompanied the ſame. 

The main difference betwixt the Apologiſt and me, is 
about the Lo R D's great goodneſs, —in the conduct and ſup- 
port with which he bleſſed his ſervants at the foreſaid 
breach ; as to the Teſtimony then given by them againſt 
the ſinful courſe-of their ſeparating brethren, now called 
Burghers: A Teſtimony which all miniſters, probationers, 
and elders of our communion, have ſolemnly vowed to 


maintain, It is thus a difference about the wworks of the 
Lord, 


My whole interpretation of the preacher's doctrine about the Aſſo- 
ciate Synod, is quite cenformable to an advertiſement prefixed to his ſer- 
mon: where he tells,-that ** The diſcourſe is intended” (among other 
things) ** to rectify certain miſtakes many labour under, in relation to the 
nature and deſign of the Teſtimony in which the author, and others 
with whom he is connected are engaged; and in relation to the terms 
« of communion among them.” It is evident, that he means fuch mi- 
ſtakes among perſons of other communions. And how doth he ſet about 
the rectifying of theſe ſuppoſed miſtakes ? It is by endeavouring to per- 
ſuade them, that the Synod's contendings for that Teſtimony, or their 
manner of maintaining it, in the controverſy with their ſeparating brethren, 
on the gth of April 1747, and afterwards; that theſe things are now of 
no concern, in the terms of communion among us : But that they are at 
freedom to conſider all theſe things as faults or miſmanagements, yet ſuch 
as may be overlooked in the preſent ſtate of fallibility ; ſo far as not to 
Prejudice them againſt taking part with us in proſecuting the ſame Teſti- 
mony as to the matter” of it, without any regard to that former manner of 


into plain Engliſh. 
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Lord, the operation of his hands, on that memorable occa. 
ſion : And it comes to this,—the quarrelled ſermon is for 
having the memory thereof killed and buried ; while f 
contend for having it kept alive, and exhibited as a ſtand- 


ing matter of thankful commemoration. This cauſe is of 


reat importance, in my view; I cannot ſacrifice it to a 
pecious pretenſions ; 1 cannot excuſe myſelf from eſſaying 
to ſupport it, with plainneſs and freedom of ſpeech, while 
conſcious of no perſonal animoſity or prejudice. The 
Apologiſt ſays, in his concluſion, —** I am for peace; and 
« therefore, if this diſagreeable affair be proſecuted any 
ce farther, all the bad conſequences of it muſt be imputed 
te to others, not to me.” But any man will be for peace, 
where it only means, according to the preſent ſenſe of it, 
a being left uncontrolled in a wrong courſe : And the 
Apologiſt has no reaſon to ſuppoſe, — that any bad conſe. 
quences . of his not ſubmitting to the juſt control which 
he now meets with, can be imputable to any but himſelf, 
For my part, I have no intention to proſecute this affair 
any farther than I have now done. Nor have I any am- 
bition for getting the laſt word in any cauſe ; reſting fa. 
tisfied when once I have, as I think, got my mind ſuf. 
ciently explained: And deſpiſing the vanity of every at. 
tempt, for getting the plain reality and truth of things 
ſweeped away—by an inundation of ſhuffling and abuſive 
words. | 

To conclude ; I am willing to partake in any diſrepute, 
which the good Cauſe that I plead for is now lying under: 
I want not to be in a better eſtimation ; I am ſatisfied to 
be out of faſhion, ſo far as it is,—concerned that I may 
be faithful unto death, But I know that the time is co- 
ming, and I hope much nearer than the Apologiſt ima. 
gines ; the time when what remains to be fulfilled of the 
eighteenth chapter, and the propheſy of the nineteenth chap. 
ter of the Revelatibn, — will have a glorious accompliſh- 
ment : And then it is that the credit of the Reformation. 
work in theſe lands, of all the teſtimonies in behalf of ir, 
of all the blood by which theſe have been ſealed, of the 
Seceſſion-teſtimony, and of the Lord's great interpoſal 
for it now in debate, — that the credit of all theſe will be 
fully reſtored; and my name, ſo far as its preſent con- 
nexion with thoſe intereſts ſhall then be known, — will, 
at the ſame time, be abundantly vindicated. At the date 
of this publication, I hor! but the difference berwixt the 
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old and new ſtyles, of what the Pſalmiſt mentions as the 


common period of old age; and I am not ſuppoſing that 


'T may live to ſee the morning of that day of the Son of 


man. But, notwithſtanding the manifold and horrible 
darkneſs of the preſent time,—I will ſing concerning it, 
in imitation of the Roman poet, and with a far better ap- 
plication than he: 5 


Aſpice venture lætentur ut omnia ſeclo, 

O mihi tam longe maneat pars ultima vitæ, 

Spiritus et quantum ſat erit tua dicere facta 
VIRGIL, 


O let my ſoul inceſſantly preſage, 

The bliſsful glories of the coming age! 
May yet my life till then protracted be, 
With ſtrength and ſpirit ſtill enough in me; 
To ſee and praiſe that end of preſent crimes, 
The hopefyl dawning of thoſe happy times ! 


P. S. On the 12th and 13th pages, ſome evidences are 
given, of Antichriſs having grown up to an high ſta- 
ture, —long before the period fixed on in the Sermon, as 
the year of his birth : To which may be added, that forty- 
five years before, or in the year 711, his growth was 
come to ſuch a height, in the perſon of the Roman Pope, 
that „ the Emperor Fuſtinian even kiſſed his foot; a 
token of reſpect which had before been paid to the 
«© High-prieſt among the Pagans.” 

WaALCH's Hiſtory of the Popes, p. 100, 111. 
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